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FOREWORD 

By  Hon.  Peter  W.  Rodlno,  Jr.,  Chairman, 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary 


On  February  6,  1974,  the  House  of  Representatives  adopted  by  a 

vote  of  AlO-4  the  following  House  Resolution  803: 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  acting  as 
a  whole  or  by  any  subcommittee  thereof  appointed  by  the 
Chairman  for  the  purposes  hereof  and  in  accordance  with 
the  Rules  of  the  Committee,  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  investigate  fully  and  completely  whether  sufficient 
grounds  exist  for  the  House  of  Representatives  to  exer- 
cise its  constitutional  power  to  impeach  Richard  M. 
Nixon,  President  of  the  United  States  of  America.   The 
committee  shall  report  to  the  House  of  Representatives 
such  resolutions,  articles  of  impeachment,  or  other 
recommendations  as  it  deems  proper. 

Beginning  in  November  1973,  acting  under  resolutions  referred  to 
the  Committee  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  with  a  special  appropria- 
tion, I  had  begun  to  organize  a  special  staff  to  investigate  serious 
charges  against  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

On  May  9,  1974,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  convened  the  Committee  for  hearings  to  review  the  results  of  the 
Impeachment  Inquiry  staff's  investigation.  The  staff  began  its  initial 
presentation  the  same  day,  in  executive  session,  pursuant  to  the  Com- 
mittee's Impeachment  Inquiry  Procedures  adopted  on  May  2,  1974. 

By  June  21,  the  Inquiry  staff  had  concluded  its  initial  presen- 
tation. 

On  June  25,  the  Committee  voted  to  make  public  the  initial  pre- 
sentation including  substantially  all  of  the  supporting  material 
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presented  at  the  hearings.   The  Committee  also  voted  to  make  public  the 
President's  response,  which  was  presented  to  the  Committee  on  June  27 
and  June  28  in  the  same  form  and  manner  as  the  Inquiry  staff's  initial 
presentation. 

Statements  of  information  and  supporting  evidentiary  material 
were  compiled  by  the  Inquiry  staff  in  36  notebooks  and  furnished  in 
this  form  to  each  Member  of  the  Committee.   The  notebooks  presented 
material  on  several  subjects  of  the  Inquiry:   the  Watergate  break- in 
and  its  aftermath,  ITT,  dairy  price  supports,  domestic  surveillance, 
abuse  of  the  IRS,  and  the  activities  of  the  Special  Prosecutors. 

The  staff  also  presented  to  the  Committee  written  reports  on 
President  Nixon's  income  taxes.  Presidential  impoundment  of  funds 
appropriated  by  Congress,  and  the  bombing  of  Cambodia. 

Fifteen  notebooks  were  furnished  to  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
relating  to  the  Watergate  break- in  on  June  17,  1972  and  to  events  fol- 
lowing the  break-in,  through  April  30,  1973.   In  each  notebook  a  state- 
ment of  information  relating  to  a  particular  phase  of  the  investigation 
was  immediately  followed  by  supporting  evidentiary  material,  which  in- 
cluded copies  of  documents  and  testimony  (much  already  on  public  record) , 
transcripts  of  Presidential  conversations  and  affidavits. 

The  fifteen  volumes  relating  to  the  Watergate  phase  of  the  Inquiry 

were  divided  into  four  books,  as  follows: 

Book  I   -  Events  Prior  to  the  Watergate  Break-In 
12/2/71  -  6/17/72 

Book  II  -  Events  Following  the  Watergate  Break-In 
6/17/72  -  2/9/73 
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Book  III  -  Events  Following  the  Watergate  Break-In 
hll^lll  -   3/22/73 

Book  IV  -  Events  Following  the  Watergate  Break-In 


Book  I  dealt  with  events  prior  to  the  Watergate  break- in.  Book 
II  dealt  with  allegations  involving  Presidential  interference  with  the 
official  Department  of  Justice  investigation.  Book  III  dealt  with  alle- 
gations concerning  payments  of  "hush"  money  to  Watergate  defendants  to 
insure  their  silence,  offers  of  leniency  and  executive  clemency,  and 
the  instigating  or  making  of  false  statements  to  persons  connected 
with  an  official  investigation  of  Watergate;  Book  III  also  included 
a  chronology  of  events  between  February  9  and  March  22,  1973.   Book 
IV  dealt  with  events  relating  to  the  President's  investigation  of  the 
Watergate  break- in  and  alleged  cover-up  between  March  22  and  April  30, 
1973. 

Every  effort  was  made  to  preclude  inferences  in  the  presentation 
of  this  material.  A  deliberate  and  scrupulous  abstention  from  conclu- 
sions, even  by  implication,  was  observed. 

With  respect  to  the  Presidential  recorded  conversations,  the 
Committee  determined  to  hear  the  recorded  conversations  in  their 
entirety.   The  Presidential  recorded  conversations  were  neither  para- 
phrased nor  summarized  by  the  Inquiiry  staff.   Thus,  no  inferences,  or 
conclusions  were  drawn  for  the  Committee.   During  the  course  of  the 
hearings.  Members  of  the  Committee  heard  each  recording  and  simultane- 
ously followed  transcripts  prepared  by  the  Inquiry  staff.  Each  of 
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these  transcripts  is  reprinted  under  the  appropriate  Statement  of 
Information. 

During  the  course  of  the  hearings,  the  Committee  found  it  neces- 
sary to  issue  four  subpoenas  to  President  Richard  Nixon  requiring  tape 
recordings  of  98  Presidential  conversations  as  well  as  all  papers  and 
things  prepared  by,  sent  to,  received  by,  or  at  any  time  contained  in 
the  files  of  H.  R.  Haldeman,  John  D.  Ehrlichman,  Charles  W.  Colson,  John 
Dean,  III,  and  Gordon  Strachan  to  the  extent  that  such  papers  or  things 
related  or  referred  directly  or  indirectly  to  the  break-in  and  electronic 
surveillance  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  Headquarters  in  the 
Watergate  office  building  during  May  and  June  of  1972  or  the  investiga- 
tions of  that  break- in  by  the  Department  of  Justice,  the  Senate  Select 
Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities,  or  any  other  legislative, 
judicial,  executive  or  administrative  body,  including  members  of  the 
White  House  staff. 

The  Committee  also  subpoenaed  the  President's  daily  diaries  (logs 
of  Presidential  meetings,  telephone  calls,  and  other  activities)  for  the 
periods  April  through  July  1972,  February  through  April  1973,  July  12 
through  July  31,  1973  and  October  1973. 

In  response  to  these  subpoenas,  the  President  furnished  only 
edited  White  House  transcripts  of  31  of  the  subpoenaed  conversations 
between  March  17  and  April  18,  1973.   These  edited  transcripts  were 
summarized  by  the  Inquiry  staff  and  made  a  part  of  the  evidentiary 
material  presented  to  the  Committee.   To  the  extent  that  the  President 
declined  to  comply  with  the  Committee's  subpoenas  and  produce  the 
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required  material,  the  record  of  the  Committee  now  made  public  in  these 
volumes  Is  incomplete. 

In  a  few  instances.  Ranking  Minority  Member  Mr.  Hutchinson  and 
I  determined,  pursuant  to  authority  granted  us  by  the  Committee,  to 
defer  the  release  of  evidentiary  material  or  to  delete  it  for  one  of 
the  following  reasons : 

1)  Because  the  public  interest  In  making  the  material  public  was 
outweighed  by  the  potential  prejudice  to  the  rights  of  defendants  under 
indictment  and  awaiting  trial, 

2)  Because  the  information  was  classified  or  otherwise  required 
confidential  treatment, 

3)  Because  the  material  was  only  marginally  pertinent  and  was 
considered  to  be  defamatory,  degrading  or  embarrassing,  or, 

4)  Because  the  material  was  not  pertinent  to  Presidential 
responsibility  within  the  outer  limits  of  an  impeachable  offense  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Constitution. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  is  working  to  follow  faithfully 
its  mandate  "to  Investigate  fully  and  completely"  whether  or  not  suf- 
ficient grounds  exist  to  recommend  that  the  House  exercise  its  constitu- 
tional power  of  impeachment. 

I  believe  that  the  readers  of  these  volumes  will  see  that  the 
Committee's  primary  effort  in  carrying  out  its  mandate  has  been  to  ob- 
tain an  objective,  impartial  presentation  which  will  enable  each  Member 
of  the  Committee  to  make  an  informed  judgment  in  fulfilling  his  or  her 
constitutional  responsibility. 
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I  also  believe  that  the  publication  of  the  record  of  these  hear- 
ings will  provide  readers  with  a  clear  idea  of  the  particulars  of  the 
investigation  and  that  the  proximity  of  the  evidence  will  assure  them 
that  no  statement  of  information  is  offered  without  supporting  eviden- 
tiary material. 


dJ^^ 


July  1974 
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INTRODUCTORY  NOTE 

The  material  contained  in  this  volume  is  presented  in  two  sec- 
tions. Section  1  contains  a  statement  of  information  footnoted  with 
citations  to  evidentiary  material.   Section  2  contains  the  same  state- 
ment of  information  followed  by  the  supporting  material. 

Supporting  material  consists  of  information  obtained  at  hearings 
before  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities; 
information  developed  in  executive  session  by  other  Congressional  com- 
mittees; information  furnished  to  the  Committee  by  the  Grand  Jury  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  by  other  grand  juries;  information  fur- 
nished to  the  Committee  by  government  agencies;  transcripts  of  tape 
recordings  of  conversations  among  President  Nixon  and  his  key  associates 
prepared  by  the  Committee  staff;  information  furnished  to  the  Committee 
by  the  President,  the  Executive  Departments  of  the  Government,  the 
Special  Prosecutor,  and  other  information  obtained  by  the  Committee, 
much  of  which  was  already  on  the  public  record. 

Each  page  of  supporting  evidence  is  labeled  with  the  footnote 
number  and  a  description  of  the  document  or  the  name  of  the  witness 
testifying.   Copies  of  entire  pages  of  documents  and  testimony  are 
included,  with  brackets  around  the  portions  pertaining  to  the  state- 
ment of  information.   Markings  on  the  documents  include  item  numbers 
and  receipt  stamps  of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  and  other  agencies 
from  which  the  Committee  received  material. 
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In  a  few  instances,  names  of  persons  in  sensitive  positions 
have  been  deleted  from  documents  at  the  request  of  the  CIA,  FBI  and 
other  investigative  agencies.  Some  documents  contained  deletions  when 
the  Committee  received  them. 

In  the  citation  of  sources,  the  following  abbreviations  are 
used:   "SSC"  for  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign 
Activities;  "SJC"  for  Senate  Judiciary  Committee;  and  "HJC"  for  House 
Judiciary  Committee. 
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EVENTS  FOLLOWING 

THE  WATERGATE  BREAK -IN 

June  20,  1972  -  March  22,  1973 

Part  1 
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1.     On  June  20  or  21,  1972  Fred  LaRue,  Special  Assistant  to  CRP 
Campaign  Director  John  Mitchell,  and  Robert  Mardian,  an  official  of  CRP 
acting  as  its  counsel,  met  in  LaRue 's  apartment  with  Gordon  Liddy. 
Liddy  told  LaRue  and  Mardian  that  he  and  Howard  Hunt  had  developed  the 
plans  for  entries  into  the  DNC  and  the  McGovem  presidential  campaign 
offices;  that  certain  persons  Involved  in  Watergate  previously  had 
been  Involved  in  operations  of  the  White  House  "Plumbers"  unit, 
specifically  entering  the  offices  of  Daniel  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist 
and  making  ITT  lobbyist  Dita  Beard  unavllable  as  a  witness  at  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee  hearings  on  the  nomination  of  Richard 
Kleindlenst  to  be  Attorney  General;  and  that  he  had  shredded  evidence 
relating  to  the  Watergate  break- in.   Liddy  told  Mardian  and  LaRue  that 
commitments  for  ball  money,  maintenance  and  legal  services  had  been 
made  to  those  arrested  in  connection  with  the  DNC  break-in  and  that 
Hunt  felt  it  was  CRP's  obligation  to  provide  bail  money  and  to  get 
his  men  out  of  jail. 

Page 

1.1  Fred  LaRue  testimony,  6  SSC  2286-89,  2309 88 

1.2  Robert  Mardian  testimony,  6  SSC  2357-59 93 
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2.     Later  that  day  (or,  according  to  Mitchell,  the  day  following) 
Mardlan  and  LaRue  met  with  John  Mitchell  and  told  him  of  their  meeting 
with  Liddy,  including  the  details  of  the  DNC  break-in,  the  involvement 
of  Magruder  and  Liddy  in  the  DNC  break-in,  Liddy 's  and  Hunt's  prior 
surreptitious  entry  into  the  office  of  Daniel  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist, 
and  Hunt's  earlier  activities  involving  Dita  Beard.  Mitchell  was  also 
advised  of  Liddy 's  request  for  bail  money  and  of  Liddy 's  statement 
that  he  got  his  approval  in  the  White  House.   Mitchell  instructed 
Mardian  to  tell  Liddy  that  bail  money  would  not  be  forthcoming. 
Mitchell  has  testified  that  he  refrained  from  advising  the  President 
of  what  he  had  learned  because  he  did  not  think  it  appropriate  for  the 
President  to  have  that  type  of  knowledge,  and  that  he  believed  that 
knowledge  would  cause  the  President  to  take  action  detrimental  to  the 
campaign  and  that  the  best  thing  to  do  was  just  to  keep  the  lid  on 
through  the  election. 

Page 

2.1  Fred  LaRue  testimony,  6  SSC  2288 98 

2.2  Robert  Mardian  testimony,  6  SSC  2363,  2429 99 

2.3  John  Mitchell  testimony,  A  SSC  1621-22,  1628, 
1643-44 ,  1660 101 
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3.     During  the  week  after  the  break- in  at  the  DNC,  Jeb  Magruder  told 
Hugh  Sloan  that  Sloan  might  have  to  perjure  himself  regarding  his  pay- 
ments to  Gordon  Liddy  prior  to  the  break-in.  Magruder  told  Sloan  that 
Sloan  would  have  to  say  that  he  had  given  only  approximately  $75,000  to 
$80,000  to  Gordon  Liddy.   Sloan  had  in  fact  given  Liddy  approximately 
$199,000. 

Page 

3.1  Jeb  Magruder  testimony,  2  SSC  800-01 108 

3.2  Hugh  Sloan  testimony,  2  SSC  543 110 

3.3  Earl  Silbert  testimony,  SJC,  Silbert  Nomination 
Hearings ,  45-48 Ill 
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4.     On  the  afternoon  of  June  23,  1972  Hugh  Sloan  met  with  John 
Ehrllchman  at  Sloan's  request  to  discuss  Sloan's  cash  disbursements  to 
Llddy.  Ehrllchman  told  Sloan  that  he  did  not  wish  to  discuss  the  sub- 
ject with  him  and  suggested  that  Sloan  get  an  attorney.   Sloan  has 
testified  that  Ehrllchman  said  that  he  would  take  executive  privilege 
with  respect  to  whatever  Sloan  told  him  until  after  the  election. 
Earlier  that  day  Sloan  had  spoken  to  Dwight  Chapin,  the  President's 
appointments  secretary  about  his  "concern  that  there  was  something 
very  wrong  at  the  campaign  committee."  Chapin  said  that  the  Important 
thing  was  that  the  President  be  protected. 

Page 
U.l       Hugh  Sloan  testimony,  2  SSC  5A4-46 116 

4.2  John  Ehrllchman  testimony,  7  SSC  2699 119 

4.3  John  Ehrllchman  log,  June  23,  1972  (received 

from  SSC) 120 
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5.      On  June  23,  1972  Mitchell,  Mardian,  LaRue  and  Dean  attended  a 
meeting  in  Mitchell's  CRP  office.   Mardian  raised  the  possibility  that 
since  the  persons  arrested  were  former  CIA  people  the  CIA  should  take 
care  of  its  own  in  furnishing  their  bail  money.   It  was  suggested  that 
Dean  determine  if  CIA  assistance  could  be  obtained.   Mitchell  has  testi- 
fied that  to  his  best  recollection  the  concept  of  the  CIA's  providing 
funds  was  not  discussed  in  his  presence. 

Page 

5.1  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  945-46 122 

5.2  Robert  Mardian  testimony,  6  SSC  2368 124 

5.3  John  Mitchell  testimony,  4  SSC  1646 125 

5.4  John  Mitchell  testimony,  5  SSC  1899-1900 126 
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6.      On  or  befoi a  June  26,  1972  John  Ehrlichman  told  CIA  Deputy  Director 
Vernon  Walters  that  John  Dean  would  be  Walters'  White  House  contact  on 
matters  affecting  Watergate.   On  June  26  or  27,  1972  Dean  met  with  Walters 
and  discussed  the  possibility  of  using  the  CIA  to  provide  funds  for  the 
bail  and  salaries  of  persons  involved  in  the  break-in  at  the  DNC  head- 
quarters. Walters  rejected  the  suggestion.   On  the  morning  of  June  28, 
1972  Dean  repeated  the  suggestion  to  Walters  that  the  CIA  assist  the 
persons  arrested.  Walters  again  rejected  the  suggestion. 
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7.      On  June  28,  1972  John  Ehrllchman  met  with  John  Dean  at  the  White 
House.   Ehrllchman  approved  Dean's  contacting  Herbert  Kalmbach,  the 
President's  personal  attorney  and  a  Presidential  campaign  fundraiser, 
to  ask  Kalmbach  to  raise  funds  for  the  Watergate  defendants.   Kalmbach 
flew  to  Washington  during  the  night  of  June  28,  1972,  and  the  following 
morning  Dean  met  Kalmbach  and  asked  Kalmbach  to  raise  and  distribute 
such  funds.   Dean  indicated  that  Kalmbach  should  raise  from  $50,000  to 
$100,000,  and  Kalmbach  accepted  this  assignment.   Kalmbach  has  testified 
that  he  acted  in  the  belief  that  these  payments  were  necessary  to  dis- 
charge a  moral  obligation  that  had  arisen  in  some  manner  unknotm  to 
him  by  reason  of  earlier  events. 
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8.      On  or  about  June  28,  1972  Magruder  met  with  Herbert  Porter,  who 
was  In  charge  of  the  CRP  surrogate  speakers  program,  and  asked  Porter 
to  corroborate  to  the  FBI  a  false  story  that  CRP  had  paid  Liddy  $100,000 
to  conduct  lawful  intelligence  projects  to  prevent  disruption  of  cam- 
paign speeches  by  radical  groups.  Porter  agreed  to  repeat  the  false 
story  to  FBI  agents.  Porter  has  testified  that  he  felt  a  deep  sense 
of  loyalty  to  the  President  and  was  appealed  to  on  this  basis. 
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9.      On  June  29,  1972,  after  Kalmbach  agreed  to  undertake  the  fund- 
raising  assignment,  he  telephoned  Maurice  Stans  and  told  him  he  needed 
from  $50,000  to  $100,000  for  an  Important  and  confidential  White  House 
assignment.   Later  that  day  Stans  delivered  $75,000  in  $100  bills  to 
Kalmbach  in  Kalmbach 's  hotel  room.   The  next  day  Kalmbach  delivered 
the  funds  to  Anthony  Ulasewlcz,  who  previously  had  undertaken  assign- 
ments for  the  White  House.   Kalmbach  told  him  that  the  funds  were  for 
the  Watergate  defendants,  that  the  pa3nnents  would  be  in  absolute 
secrecy  and  that  contact  between  Kalmbach  and  Ulasewlcz  would  be  from 
phone  booths  using  alias  names . 
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10.     On  or  about  June  29.  1972  LaRue  met  Kalmbach  in  Kalmbach's  hotel 
room.   Kalmbach  advised  LaRue  of  the  nature  of  his  assignment  to  provide 
financial  support  for  the  Watergate  defendants.  They  discussed  the 
method  whereby  the  defendants  could  be  contacted,  how  the  amount  of 
money  needed  could  be  determined,  the  man  who  would  make  the  contacts 
(Ulasewicz,  alias  Mr.  Rivers)  and  a  code  name  to  be  used  for  contacts 
between  Kalmbach  and  LaRue  (i.e.,  Mr.  Bradford).   They  determined  that 
the  contacts  with  the  defendants  should  be  made  through  the  defendants' 


attorneys. 
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11.     In  early  July  1972  the  President  met  with  John  Ehrlichman. 
Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  they  discussed  executive  clemency  with 
respect  to  those  who  might  be  indicted  in  connection  with  the  break-in 
at  the  DNC  headquarters,  and  that  the  President  told  him  that  he  wanted 
no  one  in  the  White  House  to  get  into  the  area  of  executive  clemency 
with  anyone  involved  in  the  Watergate  case  and  that  no  assurances  of 
executive  clemency  should  be  made  to  anyone.   At  the  time  of  this  dis- 
cussion with  Ehrlichman,  the  President  was  aware  that  Howard  Hunt  had 
"surfaced"  in  connection  with  the  Watergate  break-in  and  was  a  former 
member  of  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  in  the  White  House  (the 
"Plumbers").   The  President  was  concerned  that  the  FBI  investigation 
of  the  break-In  not  expose  the  activities  of  that  unit. 
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12.     In  or  about  July  1972  and  at  other  times  subsequently,  John 
Dean  told  H.  R.  Haldeman  that  CRP  was  raising  funds  for  those  involved 
in  the  break- in  at  the  DNC  headquarters. 
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13.     On  July  5,  1972  John  Mitchell  was  interviewed  by  agents  of  the  FBI 
and  stated  to  them  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  break-in  at  the  DNC 
headquarters  other  than  what  he  had  read  in  newspaper  accounts  of  that 
incident.   Mitchell  has  testified  that  prior  to  the  time  he  was  inter- 
viewed by  the  FBI  he  received  a  report  from  Robert  Mardian  and  Fred  LaRue 
of  a  conversation  they  had  with  Gordon  Liddy  in  which  Liddy  described 
his  role  in  the  Watergate  break- in;  but  he  was  not  sure  this  informa- 
tion was  correct  when  he  was  interviewed  by  the  FBI  on  July  5,  1972  and 
he  was  not  volunteering  any  information  under  any  circumstances. 
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14.     On  or  about  July  7,  1972  after  several  unsuccessful  efforts  by 
Ulasewicz  to  deliver  funds  for  the  Watergate  defendants  to  attorneys, 
and  after  telephone  conversations  among  Kalinbach,  LaRue  and  Dean,  In- 
structions were  given  by  Kalmbach  to  Ulasewicz  to  contact  Howard  Hunt's 
attorney,  William  Bittman.  After  that  contact  was  made  and  after 
approval  by  Kalinbach  of  a  $25,000  payment,  Ulasewicz  delivered  $25,000 
to  Bittman  by  placing  an  unmarked  envelope  containing  the  money  on  a 
shelf  in  the  lobby  of  Bittman' s  office  building. 
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15.     In  mid-July  1972,  upon  Instructions  from  Kalmbach,  Ulasewicz 
delivered  $40,000  to  Howard  Hunt's  wife  for  the  benefit  of  the  Watergate 
defendants  and  $8,000  to  Gordon  Llddy  by  sealing  these  monies  in  unmarked 
envelopes  and  placing  them  In  lockers  at  Washington  National  Airport. 
These  payments  were  made  from  the  funds  Kalmbach  previously  had  obtained 
from  Stans  and  delivered  to  Ulasewicz.   In  the  usual  situation  In  making 
such  deliveries  to  Mrs.  Hunt.  Ulasewicz  Informed  Kalmbach  of  the  amount 
requested,  and  Kalmbach  In  turn  discussed  the  amount  with  Dean  or  LaRue, 
and  then  Instructed  Ulasewicz  to  make  the  delivery  in  a  specified  amount. 
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16.     On  July  19,  1972  Porter  falsely  stated  to  FBI  agents  that  the 
funds  he  had  paid  Liddy  were  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  lawful 
political  activities. 
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17.     On  July  20,  1972  Magruder  falsely  stated  to  FBI  agents  that  he 
had  authorized  Sloan  to  permit  Liddy  to  spend  up  to  $250,000  to  gather 
intelligence  information  for  use  In  attempting  to  prevent  disruption  at 
the  convention  and  at  speeches  by  surrogate  celebrities  and  political 
figures.  Magruder  has  testified  that  he  had  volunteered  at  one  point 
"to  take  the  heat"  but  that  the  decision  was  that  if  it  got  to  him  it 
would  go  higher. 
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18.     On  July  19.  1972  Herbert  IClmbach  met  with  Dean  and  LaRue  in 
Dean's  EOB  office.  At  that  u^eting,  LaRue.  in  Dean's  presence,  delivered 
cash  to  Kalmbach  for  use  in  meeting  the  commitments  to  the  Watergate 
defendants.  That  evening  Kalmbach  delivered  this  cash  to  Ulasewicz  in 
a  hotel  room  in  New  York  City.  The  amount  of  this  cash  is  uncertain, 
being  reported  as  $20,000  by  LaRue  and  as  $40,000  by  Kalmbach.  On  or 
about  July  20.  1972  Kalmbach  was  asked  by  either  Dean  or  LaRue  to 
raise  from  outside  contributors  additional  funds  for  the  Watergate 
defendants.  On  July  27.  1972  Kalmbach  received  another  $30,000  from 
LaRue  in  LaRue's  CRP  office.  These  payments  to  Kaln^ach  were  made  by 
LaRue  out  of  $81,000  in  cash  he  had  received  from  Stans  and  Sloan 
early  in  July,  when  Stans  decided  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  retain 
such  a  cash  sum  in  FCRP  custody. 
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19.     On  or  about  July  26,  1972  Herbert  Kalnibach  met  with  John 
Ehrllchman  In  Ehrllchman's  office.  Kalmbach  has  testified  to  the 
following  regarding  that  meeting:   Ehrllchman  assured  Kalmbach  that 
It  was  necessary  and  legally  proper  for  Kalmbach  to  continue  secretly 
to  raise  and  provide  funds  for  the  persons  Involved  In  the  break-In 
at  the  DNC  headquarters;  Kalmbach  asked  Ehrllchman  to  assure  him  that 
Dean  had  authority  to  direct  him  In  this  assignment,  and  Ehrllchman 
stated  that  Dean  had  that  authority,  that  It  was  a  legally  proper 
project  and  that  Kalmbach  was  to  go  forward  with  It;  Kalmbach  requested 
the  meeting  because  he  had  become  concerned  whether  the  secret  payments 
operation  he  was  conducting  with  Ulasewlcz  was  a  legally  proper  activity, 
whether  Dean  had  authority  to  have  Kalmbach  undertake  that  assignment, 
and  whether  the  operation  should  be  continued;  and  Kalmbach  received 
the  desired  reassurance  from  Ehrllchman.  Ehrllchman  has  testified  that 
he  did  not  give  assurances  to  Kalmbach.  On  April  19,  1973,  just  prior 
to  Kalmbach' s  testifying  before  the  Watergate  Grand  Jury,  he  and  Ehrllch- 
man  discussed  by  telephone  their  July  26,  1972  conference.   Ehrllchman 
tape  recorded  that  conversation. 
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20.     On  or  about  August  5,  1972  Kalnibach  met  in  California  with 
Thomas  Jones,  Chairman  of  Northrfjp  Corporation,  who  previously  had 
contributed  and  had  offered  to  provide  additional  funds  for  the  Presi- 
dent's campaign.  At  that  meeting  Jones  delivered  to  Kalmbach  a  wrapped 
package  of  cash  ($50,000  according  to  Jones,  and  $75,000  according  to 
Kalmbach) .   Shortly  thereafter  Ulasewicz  came  to  California  and 
Kalmbach  covertly  delivered  $75,000  in  cash  to  Ulasewicz  for  the 
Watergate  defendants.  Kalmbach  has  testified  that  a  few  days  there- 
after he  advised  Ehrlichman  that  in  connection  with  his  assignment  he 
had  raised  $75,000.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  places  this 
conversation  with  Kalmbach  in  April  1973  rather  than  August  1972. 

In  August  1972,  in  accordance  with  the  procedures  previously 
described  (paragraph  15),  Ulasewicz  made  two  payments  to  Mr.  or  Mrs. 
Howard  Hunt  ($43,000  and  $18,000)  by  placing  unmarked  envelopes  con- 
taining the  money  in  lockers  at  Washington  National  Airport. 
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21.     On  August  10,  1972  Herbert  Porter  testified  falsely  before  the 
Watergate  Grand  Jury  that  the  money  he  had  paid  Liddy  prior  to  the 
Watergate  break-in  was  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  regard- 
ing plans  by  radical  groups  to  disrupt  political  rallies . 
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22.     On  August  18,  1972  Jeb  Magruder  testified  falsely  before 
the  Watergate  Grand  Jury  that  CRP  had  paid  Gordon  Liddy  to  conduct 
lawful  Intelligence  projects.  Magruder  has  testified  that  he  felt 
it  important  that  the  story  of  the  Watergate  break-in  did  not  come 
out  in  its  true  form,  and  he  volunteered  to  work  on  the  cover-up 
story.   Prior  to  his  grand  jury  testimony  Magruder  met  at  different 
times  with  John  Mitchell  and  John  Dean.  Magruder  has  testified  that 
Dean,  Mitchell  and  others  helped  prepare  him  for  his  grand  jury 
appearance.   Mitchell  has  testified  that  he  attended  a  meeting  with 
Magruder  and  others  where  Magruder  outlined  the  nature  of  the  testimony 
that  he  was  going  to  give.   Dean  has  testified  that  he  informed  H.  R. 
Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman  about  Magruder 's  proposed  story  and 
Herbert  Porter's  proposed  corroboration  of  it.   Ehrlichman  has  denied 
that  he  was  so  advised.   Magruder  has  testified  that  his  reason  for 
testifying  falsely  was  that  "if  it  had  gotten  out  that  people  like 
Mr.  Mitchell  and  others  had  been  involved  at  that  point  in  time,  I 
honestly  thought  that  his  [the  President's]  re-election  would  be 
probably  negated." 
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23.     On  August  28,  1972  EgH  Krogh,  an  assistant  to  Ehrlichman  who 
had  established  the  Plumbers  organization  (the  White  House  Special  Inves- 
tigations Unit)  appeared  and  testified  falsely  before  the  Watergate 
Grand  Jury  that  he  had  no  knowledge  that  Howard  Hunt  had  traveled  to 
any  place  other  than  Texas  while  he  was  working  on  the  declassification 
of  the  "Pentagon  Papers."  He  also  testified  falsely  that  he  knew  of  no 
trips  to  California  "for  the  White  House"  by  Gordon  Liddy. 
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24.     In  the  summer  of  1972  Dwight  Chapin,  the  President's  appointments 

secretary,  met  with  Donald  Segretti.   Segretti,  whom  Chapin  had  employed 

to  disrupt  the  campaigns  of  candidates  for  the  Democratic  presidential 

nomination,  had  previously  been  questioned  by  the  grand  jury  investigating 

the  Watergate  break- in  and  by  the  FBI.  Segretti  has  testified: 

Mr.  Chapin  told  me  to  cease  all  activities.   I 
asked  Mr.  Chapin  if  I  should  make  an  accounting 
of  funds,  that  I  did  have  some  money  that  was  left 
over.  Mr.  Chapin  told  me,  no,  to  keep  whatever 
money  I  had  remaining  as  a  bonus;  and  I  had  been 
through  a  lot  of  problems,  with  the  FBI  and  the 
grand  jury  appearance  .  .  . 

The  amount  involved  was  several  thousand  dollars.   They  also  discussed 
the  possibility  of  Chapin's  finding  Segretti  a  job. 
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25.     On  or  about  September  12  or  13,  1972,  at  12:00  noon,  John 
Mitchell,  John  Dean  and  Jeb  Magruder  met.   Magruder  outlined  the  false 
story  he  was  planning  to  give  before  the  Watergate  Grand  Jury  regarding 
the  meetings  among  Mitchell,  Magruder,  Dean  and  Gordon  Liddy  in 
January  and  February  1972  at  which  political  intelligence  and  electronic 
surveillance  had  been  discussed.   Mitchell  did  not  express  any  disagree- 
ment.  Thereafter,  Magruder  appeared  before  the  grand  jury  and  testified 
falsely. 
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August  16,  1973 350 

25.7  Jeb  Magruder  guilty  plea,  August  16,  1973, 

United  States  v.  Magruder  transcript ,  14 352 
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26.     On  September  14,  1972  John  Mitchell  testified  before  the 
Watergate  Grand  Jury  that  he  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  illegal  CRP 
political  intelligence  operations  or  of  Gordon  Liddy's  political 
intelligence  gathering  activities. 
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26.1  United  States  v.  Mitchell  indictment,  March  1, 

1974,  1,  18-19 354 
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27.     On  September  15,  1972  Gordon  Llddy,  Howard  Hunt  and  the 
five  persons  arrested  in  the  DNC  Watergate  offices  were  Indicted  for 
several  offenses  including  burglary,  unlawful  entry  for  the  purpose 
of  intercepting  oral  and  wire  communications,  and  conspiracy. 
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27.1  United  States  v.  Llddy  indictment,  September  15, 
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28.     On  September  15,  1972  John  Dean  met  with  the  President  and 

H.  R.  Ualdeman.   They  discussed  the  Watergate  investigations  and  the 

indictment  returned  earlier  that  day.   The  President  discussed  with 

Ualdeman  and  Dean  the  way  Dean  had  handled  the  matter.   The  President 

said: 

Well,  the  whole  thing  is  a  can  of  worms.   As  you  know, 
a  lot  of  this  stuff  went  on.   And,  uh,  and,  uh,  and  the 
people  who  worked  [unintelligible]  awfully  embarrassing. 
And,  uh,  and,  the,  uh,  but  the,  but  the  way  you,  you've 
handled  it,  it  seems  to  me,  has  been  very  skillful, 
because  you  -  putting  your  fingers  in  the  dikes  every 
time  that  leaks  have  sprung  ha^e  and  sprung  there. 
[Unintelligible]  having  people  straighten  the  [unintel- 
ligible]. The  Grand  Jury  is  dismissed  now? 
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29.     On  September  17  or  18,  1972  Kalufcach  was  directed  by  Dean  or 
LaRue  to  deliver  $53,500  to  Mrs.  Howard  Hunt  for  the  benefit  of  the  Water- 
gate defendants  and  to  deliver  the  remainder  of  the  funds  he  had  received 
to  LaRue.   On  September  19,  1972,  after  having  been  directed  by  Kalmbach 
to  make  these  deliveries,  Ulasewicz  delivered  $53,500  to  Mrs.  Hunt  by 
placing  the  cash  in  an  unmarked  envelope  in  a  locker  at  the  Washington 
National  Airport,  and  delivered  $29,900  to  LaRue  by  placing  the  cash 
in  an  unmarked  envelope  on  a  shelf  in  the  lobby  of  a  Howard  Johnson's 
Hotel  near  LaRue's  residence.  On  September  21,  1972  Kalmbach,  LaRue, 
and  Dean  met  in  Dean's  office  to  reconcile  Kalicbach's  and  LaRue's 
records  of  Kalmbach 's  Cisbursements  of  the  funds  he  had  obtained  from 
Stans,  LaRue  and  Jones.  These  records  showed  that  as  of  September  21, 
1972  Kalmbach  had  disbursed  $187,500  for  the  benefit  of  the  seven 
defendants  and  $29,900  to  LaRue.  Kalmbach  said  that  he  did  not  wish 
to  continue  his  role  concerning  the  payments  to  the  defendants.   At  the 
end  of  the  meeting,  Kalmbach  burned  his  records  in  an  ashtray  on  Dean's 
desk. 
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29.4  John  Dean  testimony,  Watergate  Grand  Jury, 
November  19,  1973,  102  (received  from 

Watergate  Grand  Jury) 382 
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30.     In  October  1972  CRP  attorney  Kenneth  Parkinson  told  Fred 
LaRue  and  John  Dean  that  William  Bittman,  Hunt's  attorney,  needed 
additional  money  for  legal  fees.   Using  the  alias  "Mr.  Baker," 
LaRue  contacted  Bittman  and  caused  cash  ($25,000  or  $20,000)  to  be 
delivered  to  Bittman's  office.  The  package  was  received  at  Bitt- 
man's  office  in  Hunt's  presence.   LaRue  has  testified  that  he  under- 
stood the  money  was  for  legal  fees  for  Bittman. 
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30.1  Fred  LaRue  testimony,  6  SSC  2293-94 386 

30.2  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 
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31.     On  November  10,  1972  John  Dean  met  with  Donald  Segretti  in  Palm 
Springs,  California.   Dean  taped  a  conversation  in  which  Segretti 
described  his  disruption  of  the  campaigns  of  candidates  for  the  Democratic 
presidential  nomination  during  the  period  he  was  employed  by  Dwight 
Chapin.   On  November  11,  1972  Dean  was  called  from  Palm  Springs  to  Key 
Biscayne,  Florida  where  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman  had  accom- 
panied the  President.   Dean  flew  to  Florida  and  reported  on  Segretti 
to  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman.   Segretti  has  testified  that  in  mid-November 
1972  Dean  offered  him  a  position  in  Montego  Bay,  Jamaica,  at  a  salary 
of  about  $35,000  per  year. 
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32.     In  November  1972  Howard  Hunt  telephoned  Charles  Colson.   Colson 

recorded  the  conversation.   Hunt  discussed  with  Colson  the  need  to  make 

additional  payments  for  the  defendants  in  United  States  v.  Liddy . 

Hunt  said: 

[T]hls  Is  a  long  haul  thing  and  the  stakes  are 
very,  very  high  and  I  thought  that  you  would  want  to 
know  that  this  thing  must  not  break  apart  for  foolish 
reasons  .... 

We're  protecting  the  guys  who  are  really  respon- 
sible .  .  .  but  at  the  same  time,  this  is  a  two  way 
street  and  as  I  said  before,  we  think  that  now  is  the 
time  when  a  move  should  be  made  and  surely  the  cheapest 
commodity  available  is  money. 

Colson  gave  a  tape  recording  of  the  conversation  to  John  Dean.   Dean 

has  testified  that  on  or  about  November  15,  1972  he  met  with  John 

Ehrlichman  and  H.  R.  Haldeman  at  Camp  David,  Maryland  and  played  the 

recording  for  them.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  does  not  recall 

ever  hearing  the  recording.   Dean  also  has  testified  that  immediately 

after  the  meeting  at  Camp  David,  he  met  with  John  Mitchell  regarding 

the  defendants '  money  demands  and  played  the  recording  for  him. 
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(35) 


33.     On  or  about  December  1,  1972  William  Bittman,  Howard  Hunt's 
attorney,  gave  a  folded  paper  to  CRP  attorney  Kenneth  Parkinson. 
Parkinson  gave  it  to  John  Dean  and  to  Fred  LaRue,   In  or  around 
early  December  1972  Dean  had  a  discussion  with  Haldeman  about  CRP's 
need  for  funds  for  the  defendants  in  United  States  v.  Llddy ,  during 
which  Haldeman  approved  the  transfer  to  CRP  of  a  cash  fund  of 
$350,000  in  campaign  contributions  which  had  been  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  White  House  at  Haldeman' s  direction  prior  to  April  7, 
1972.   The  first  portion  of  between  $40,000  and  $70,000  was  delivered 
by  Haldeman' s  assistant  Gordon  Strachan  to  LaRue.   Shortly  thereafter 
LaRue  delivered  $40,000  to  Bittman  by  messenger.   In  January  1973  the 
remaining  $280,000  was  delivered  to  LaRue.   In  January  1973  FCRP 
Director  Maurice  Stans  approved  the  transfer  of  $14,000  or  $17,000 
in  can^algn  funds  to  LaRue. 
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34.     On  December  31,  1972  Howard  Hunt  wrote  to  Charles  Colson, 
requesting  that  Colson  meet  with  Hunt's  attorney,  William  Bittman. 
Hunt  said,  "There  is  a  limit  to  the  endurance  of  any  man  trapped  in 
a  hostile  situation  and  mine  was  reached  on  December  8th."   (Hunt's 
wife  had  been  killed  in  a  plane  crash  on  that  date.)   On  January  2, 
1973  Colson  wrote  to  Dean  forwarding  a  copy  of  Htint's  letter.  The 
transmittal  slip  from  Colson  stated,  "Now  what  the  hell  do  I  do?" 
On  January  3,  1973  John  Ehrlichman,  Colson  and  Dean  met  to  discuss 
Hunt's  letter.  Ehrlichman  and  Dean  have  testified  that  the  three 
discussed  the  subject  of  executive  clemency.   Colson  has  stated  he 
met  privately  with  Dean  and  discussed  the  need  to  give  personal 
reassurance  to  Hunt.  Later  that  day  and  on  the  following  day,  Colson 
met  with  Bittman.   According  to  Colson,  Bittman  told  him  that  if 
Hunt  went  to  jail.  Hunt  did  not  want  to  stay  in  jail  beyond  the  end 
of  the  year,  and  Colson  replied  that  he  could  not  make  any  represen- 
tation, but  that  as  long  as  he  was  around  he  would  do  everything  he 
could  to  help  Humt. 
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35.     Between  Jaimary  3  and  Jantiary  5,  1973  John  Caulfleld,  a  friend 
of  Janes  McCord  and  former  assistant  to  John  Dean,  delivered  to  Dean  a 
handwritten  copy  of  a  letter  Caulfleld  had  received  from  McCord.  McCord' s 
letter  stated,  "If  Helms  goes  and  the  Watergate  operation  is  laid  at 
CIA's  feet,  where  it  does  not  belong,  every  tree  in  the  forest  will 
fall.  .  .  .  Just  pass  the  message  that  if  they  want  it  to  blow,  they 
are  on  exactly  the  right  course." 
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36.       On  January  11,  1973  Hunt  pleaded  guilty  to  all  counts  of  the 
Indictment  against  him  in  United  States  v.  Liddy.  The  remaining 
defendants,  except  for  Gordon  Liddy  and  James  McCord,  pleaded  guilty 
to  all  counts  against  them  on  January  15,  1973. 


36.1  E.  Howard  Hunt  guilty  plea.  United  States  v. 
Liddy  transcript,  January  llT  i<)/3,  121.;... 


36.2  Bernard  Barker,  Eugenic  Martinez,  Frank 

Sturgis  and  Virgilio  Gonzalez  guilty  plea. 
United  States  v.  Liddy  transcript,  January 
15,  1973,  422 ^ 
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37.       On  January  12,  14  and  25,  1973  offers  of  executive  clemency  were 
made  to  McCord  by  Caulfield  at  the  direction  of  Dean. 
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38.       In  January  1973  LaRue  discussed  with  Dean  a  payment  to  Gordon 
Llddy's  attorney  and  shortly  thereafter  delivered  $20,000  to  Peter 
Maroulls,  Llddy's  attorney. 
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39.       On  January  23,  1973  Herbert  Porter  and  Jeb  Magruder  testified 
falsely  during  the  trial  in  United  States  v.  Liddy  that  Porter  had  paid 
Llddy  to  conduct  a  program  of  infiltrating  radical  groups  to  obtain 
political  intelligence.   Magruder  has  testified  that  he  had  previously 
told  Haldeman  that  Magruder  would  commit  perjury  and  that  Porter  had 
been  cooperative.  Haldeman  denies  that  he  was  so  informed. 
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40.       In  about  January  or  February  1973  LaRue  made  payments  of 
$25,000  and  $35,000  in  cash  to  Howard  Hunt's  attorney,  William  Bittman. 
These  funds  came  from  the  money  that  LaRue  had  received  from  the 
White  House. 


Page 
40.1  Fred  LaRue  testimony,  6  SSC  2296-97 518 


(45) 


41.       On  February  7,  1973  the  United  States  Senate,  by  a  vote  of 
77  to  0,  established  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Cam- 
paign Activities  (SSC)  "to  conduct  an  investigation  and  study  of  the 
extent,  if  any,  to  which  illegal,  improper,  or  unethical  activities 
were  engaged  in  by  any  persons ,  acting  either  individually  or  in 
combination  with  others,  in  the  presidential  election  of  1972,  or  in 
any  related  campaign  or  canvass.  ..."  The  authorizing  resolution 
"directs  the  select  committee  to  make  a  complete  investigation  and 
study"  of  activities  "which  have  any  tendency  to  reveal  the  full 
facts"  in  respect  to  sixteen  specified  topics  including  the  break-in 
and  the  electronic  surveillance  at  the  DNC  headquarters,  the  payment 
of  money  or  the  use  of  coercion,  threats  or  other  means  to  conceal 
evidence  relating  to  the  break- in,  presidential  campaign  sabotage, 
presidential  campaign  fundraising  and  the  concealment,  suppression  or 
destruction  of  evidence  relating  to  matters  within  the  Committee's 
jurisdiction. 
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42.       On  February  9,  1973  H.  R.  Haldeman  sent  John  Dean  an  "Eyes 

only"  memorandum.   Mr.  Haldeman  wrote: 

Obviously  the  key  on  the  Ervin  Committee  is  the 
minority  staff  and  more  importantly,  the  minority 
counsel.   We've  got  to  be  sure  we  get  a  real  tiger, 
not  an  old  man  or  a  soft-head,  and  although  we  let 
the  committee  membership  slip  out  of  our  grasp,  we've 
got  to  find  a  way  to  be  sure  we  get  the  very  best  man 
we  can  for  counsel. 

He  directed  Dean  to  have  the  Attorney  General  "order  the  FBI  project 

on  the  1968  bugging  .  .  ."  so  as  to  gather  the  data  on  whether  the 

President  was  subject  to  bugging  during  the  1968  campaign.  He  also 

stated  that  "Mitchell  should  probably  have  Kendall  [President  of  Pepsi 

Cola  Coii5)any]  call  DeLoach  [former  FBI  Assistant  Director  now  working 

for  Mr.  Kendall]  In  and  say  that  if  this  project  turns  up  anything  that 

DeLoach  hasn't  covered  with  us,  he  will,  of  course,  have  to  fire  him." 
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43.       On  February  10  and  11,  1973  H.R.  Haldeman,  John  Ehrlichman, 
John  Dean  and  Special  Counsel  to  the  President  Richard  Moore  met  at 
San  Clemente  and  at  Haldeman' s  cottage  at  Rancho  LaCosta,  California 
to  discuss  strategy  for  the  hearings  of  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on 
Campaign  Activities .  The  meeting  was  called  because  the  President 
wanted  to  know  what  planning  was  being  done  for  the  hearings  and  what 
strategy  should  be  adopted  with  respect  to  the  White  House  position  on 
executive  privilege  and  other  similar  matters.  The  meetings  involved 
between  8  and  14  hours  of  discussion.   It  was  agreed  that  CRP  rather 
than  the  White  House  would  take  primary  responsibility  for  the  defense 
on  Watergate-related  matters  and  that  John  Mitchell  should  be  asked  to 
c  oordinate  these  activities ,  According  to  Ehrlichman  there  was  dis- 
cussion of  possible  dilatory  tactics  with  respect  to  the  hearings  of 
the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Campaign  Activities.  One  tactic  con- 
sidered was  monetary  assistance  to  the  attorneys  for  the  Watergate  defen- 
dants in  possibly  seeking  judicial  delay  of  the  hearings.  It  was  agreed 
that  Moore  would  go  to  New  York  to  speak  to  Mitchell  about  the  group's  dis- 
cussions and  Mitchell's  role  in  preparing  for  the  hearings. 
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44.       On  or  about  February  14,  1973  Magruder  met  with  Haldeman  and 
discussed  Magruder's  possible  future  employment.  Prior  to  this  meeting 
Hugh  Sloan  had  told  John  Dean  that  because  of  Jeb  Magruder's  suggestion 
to  Sloan  in  June  1972  that  Sloan  perjure  himself  regarding  the  funds 
paid  to  Gordon  Liddy  by  CRP,  Sloan  would  testify  against  Magruder  if 
Magruder  should  be  nominated  for  a  high  government  office.  On  or  about 
February  19,  1973  Dean  met  with  Haldeman,  and  he  thereafter  drew  up  an 
agenda  of  matters  to  be  discussed  and  resolved  at  a  meeting  between 
Haldeman  and  the  President.   In  that  agenda  it  was  stated  that  Magruder 
wanted  to  return  to  the  White  House;  that  Magruder  "may  be  vulnerable 
(Sloan)  until  Senate  hearings  are  completed;"  and  that  Magruder 
"personally  is  prepared  to  withstand  confirmation  hearings."  On  February 
23,  1973  Sloan  met  with  Haldeman.  According  to  Sloan,  Haldeman  told 
Sloan  that  no  individual  who  had  become  a  prominent  figure  in  the 
Watergate  matter  would  be  placed  in  a  high  government  position.  On  March 
2,  1973  Magruder  met  with  Haldeman  and  Dean.  At  this  meeting  Magruder  was 
offered  and  subsequently  accepted  the  position  of  Deputy  Under-Secretary 
of  Commerce  for  Policy  Development,  a  Level  IV  government  position  carrying 
an  annual  salary  of  $36,000. 
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44.6  John  Dean  testimony,  Watergate  Grand  Jury, 
February  14,  1974,  7  (received  from  Watergate 

Grand  Jury) 576 
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45.       On  February  22,  1973  H.  R.  Haldeman  asked  John  Dean  to  prepare 
a  briefing  paper  for  a  meeting  between  the  President  and  Attorney 
General  Richard  Kleindienst.  Haldeman  told  Dean  not  to  transmit  the 
memorandum  through  normal  channels,  but  to  hand  carry  it  to  him.  Dean 
prepared  a  briefing  paper  stating  that  Kleindienst  would  probably  like 
to  leave  government  to  accept  an  offer  he  had  received  from  a  law  firm 
but  that  "Kleindienst  is  extremely  loyal  to  the  President  and  will  do 
anything  asked  of  him  by  the  President."  (Emphasis  in  original.) 
The  memorandum  set  forth  recommendations  for  retaining  Kleindienst  as 
Attorney  General.  On  February  23,  1973  the  President  met  with  Kleindienst 
from  10:08  to  10:52  a.m.  Kleindienst  testified  that  the  President  asked 
him  to  stay  as  Attorney  General  until  the  Watergate  situation  was  over 
and  discussed  Kleindienst 's  role  as  liaison  to  the  minority  members  of 
the  Senate  Select  Committee. 
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46.       Dean  has  testified  that  prior  to  February  27,  1973  that  he  told 
Ehrlichman  that  he  would  not  be  able  to  assert  executive  privilege  since 
he  had  so  little  personal  contact  with  the  President.  On  February  27, 
1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean  and  directed  him  to  assume  respon- 
sibility for  Water gate- related  matters.  Both  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 
have  testified  that  the  President  believed  that  they  were  spending  too  much 
of  their  time  on  Watergate  matters.  Dean  has  testified  that  at  this 
meeting  the  President  Instructed  Dean  to  report  directly  to  him  on  all 
Watergate  matters .  There  was  discussion  of  preparation  for  the  Senate 
Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Acitivities  hearings,  which 
included  a  discussion  of  the  President's  meetings  with  Senator  Howard 
Baker,  of  executive  privilege,  of  the  minority  counsel  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  whether  the  White  House  staff  would  be  permitted  to  testify 
before  the  Select  Committee.  Dean  testified  that  the  President  stated 
he  would  not  permit  White  House  staff  members  to  appear  before  the  Select 
Committee,  but  would  only  permit  the  answering  of  written  interrogatories. 
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47.     On  February  28,  1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean.   The 

following  is  an  index  to  certain  of  the  subjects  discussed  in  the 

course  of  that  meeting: 

HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE 
TRANSCRIPT  PAGE 
Executive  privilege,  written 
interrogatories  and  forthcoming 
hearings  of  Senate  Select 
Committee  1-8,  18-21,  29-30,  33-35,  65-67 

Wiretapping  and  domestic 

surveillance  35-47 

Sentencing  of  seven  Watergate 

defendants  49-51 

Clemency  and  the  Watergate 

defendants  55-57 

White  House  position  with  respect 

to  Watergate  trial  and  appeals  57-58 

Segrettl,  Chapin  and  political 

intelligence  59-61 

Kalmbach  as  a  witness  61-65 

White  House  and  Watergate 

matter  67-71 

Role  of  CRP  and  John  Mitchell  in 

Watergate  matter  70-71 
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48.       On  February  28,  1973  Senate  hearings  commenced  on  the  nomination 
of  L.  Patrick  Gray  to  be  Director  of  the  FBI.  Gray  testified  that  he  had 
shown  interview  reports  and  other  data  from  FBI  Watergate  files  to  John 
Dean  who  had  told  him  that  the  President  specifically  charged  him  with 
looking  into  any  involvement  on  the  part  of  White  House  staff  members. 
Gray  offered  to  open  those  files  to  any  Senator  on  either  the  Senate 
Select  Committee  or  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  who  wanted  to  see  them. 
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48.1     L.    Patrick  Gray   testimony,    SJC,    Gray 

Nomination  Hearings,    February   28,    1973, 

1,    42-43,   45-46 724 
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49.       On  March  1,  1973  the  President  met  three  times  with  John 
Dean  in  the  Oval  Office  —  from  9:18  to  9:46  a.m.,  from  10:36  to  10:44 
a.m.  and  from  1:06  to  1:14  p.m.   The  President  decided  that  the  White 
House  would  explain  publicly  that  Dean  sat  in  on  FBI  interviews  because 
he  was  conducting  an  investigation  for  the  President. 
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50.       On  March  2,  1973  President  Nixon  explained  at  a  press  confer- 
ence that  John  Dean  had  access  to  FBI  interviews  in  July  and  August 
1972  because  he  had  conducted  an  investigation  at  the  direction  of  the 
President.   The  President  stated  that  Dean's  investigation  showed  that 
no  one  on  the  White  House  staff  in  July  and  August  at  the  time  Dean 
conducted  his  investigation  had  knowledge  of  or  was  involved  in  the 
Watergate  matter.   The  President  promised  to  cooperate  with  the 
Senate  Select  Committee  if  it  conducted  its  investigation  in  an 
even-handed  way.   The  President  stated  that  because  of  executive 
privilege,  no  President  could  ever  agree  to  allow  the  Counsel  to  the 
President  to  testify  before  a  congressional  committee.   The  President 
said  that  if  the  Congress  requested  information  from  a  member  of  the 
White  House  staff,  arrangements  would  be  made  to  provide  that 
information. 
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51.       As  Gray's  confirmation  hearings  continued  during  the  first 
week  in  March  1973,  public  reports  circulated  that  John  Dean  would  be 
called  to  testify.   Dean  has  testified  that  on  March  4  or  5,  1973 
he  reported  to  Ehrlichman  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  win  a  court 
test  of  executive  privilege  involving  Dean  as  Counsel  to  the  President 
because  Dean  had  met  with  the  President  so  infrequently. 
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52.       On  March  6,  1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean  in  the 
Oval  Office  between  11:49  a.m.  and  12:00  noon.   According  to  information 
supplied  to  the  Senate  Select  Committee  by  White  House  Special  Counsel 
Buzhardt,  the  President  decided  that  executive  privilege  guidelines 
would  cover  former  as  well  as  present  White  House  personnel.   Dean  has 
testified  that  the  President  told  him  to  report  directly  to  the  President 
and  not  to  involve  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  with  Watergate-related  matters. 
On  March  7,  1973  the  President  met  with  Dean  in  the  Oval  Office  from 
8:53  to  9:16  a.m.  and,  according  to  information  supplied  by  Buzhardt, 
there  was  a  discussion  of  executive  privilege  guidelines;  Dean  told  the 
President  that  the  Wliite  House  was  clear;  and  the  President  inquired  as 
to  how  Gray  was  doing.   Dean  has  testified  that  the  President  instructed 
him  to  tell  Attorney  General  Kleindienst  to  cut  off  Gray  from  turning 
over  any  further  Watergate  reports  to  the  Senate  Judiciary  Comir.ittee  . 
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53.        On  or  about  March  7,  1973  L.  Patrick  Gray  and  John  Ehrlichman 
had  a  telephone  conversation.   Gray  told  Ehrlichman  that  he  was  being 
pushed  awfully  hard  in  certain  areas  and  was  not  giving  an  inch,  and 
that  Ehrlichman  knew  those  areas.   Gray  also  told  Ehrlichman  to  tell 
Dean  to  be  very  careful  about  what  he  said  and  to  be  absolutely  certain 
that  he  kmew  in  his  own  mind  that  he  delivered  everything  he  had  to  the 
FBI,  and  not  to  make  any  distinction  between  the  recipients  of  the 
materials. 


Page 
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54.       After  the  call  from  Gray,  Ehrlichman  called  Dean.   Ehrlichraan 
told  Dean  that  Gray  wanted  to  be  sure  that  Dean  would  stay  very  firm 
and  steady  on  his  story  that  Dean  had  delivered  every  document  to  the 
FBI  and  that  Dean  not  start  making  nice  distinctions  between  agents  and 
directors.   Ehrlichman  also  told  Dean  that  he  thought  they  ought  to  let 
Gray  hang  there  and  "twist  slowly,  slowly  in  the  wind."  Dean  agreed  and 
said,  "I  was  in  with  the  boss  this  morning  and  that  is  exactly  where  he 
was  coming  out." 
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55.       On  March  8,'  1973  Dean  met  wxth  the  President  In  the  Oval 
Office  from  9:51  to  9:54  a.m.   Dean  has  testifiea  that  the  President 
asked  if  something  had  been  done  to  stop  Gray  from  turning  over  FBI 
materials  to  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  and  Dean  replied  that  he 
believed  the  matter  had  been  taken  care  of  by  Attorney  General  Klein- 
dienst.   On  March  10  the  President  and  Dean  spoke  by  telephone  from 
9:20  to  9:44  a.m.   Dean  has  testified  that  the  President  called  to 
tell  him  that  the  executive  privilege  statement  should  be  got  out 
immediately,  and  that  this  should  be  done  before  Dean  was  called  before 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  in  connection  with  the  Gray  hearings 
so  that  it  would  not  appear  that  the  statement  on  executive  privilege 
was  in  response  to  the  action  by  the  Senate  committee. 
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56.       On  March  12,  1973  the  President  Issued  a  statement  on  exec- 
utive privilege.   The  statement  set  forth  in  part: 

A  member  or  former  member  of  the  President's  personal 
staff  normally  shall  follow  the  well-established  pre- 
cedent and  decline  a  request  for  a  formal  appearance 
before  a  committee  of  the  Congress.   At  the  same  time, 
it  will  continue  to  be  my  policy  to  provide  all  nec- 
essary and  relevant  information  through  informal 
contacts  between  my  present  staff  and  committees  of 
the  Congress  in  ways  which  preserve  intact  the  Con- 
stitutional separation  of  the  branches. 
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57.       On  March  13,  1973  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  voted  in 
executive  session  to  ask  John  Uean  to  testify  in  the  Gray  confirmation 
hearings  concerning  his  contacts  with  the  FBI  during  the  investigation 
of  the  Watergate  break-in. 
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57.1  Washington  Post,  March  14,  1973,  Al ,  A12 800 
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58.       On  March  13,  1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean  from 

12:42  to  2:00  p.m.   The  following  is  an  index  to  certain  of  the  subjects 

discussed  in  the  course  of  the  March' 13,  1973  meeting: 
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and  Mitchell 46-49 
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Watergate  and  Strachan 's  statements  to  investigators       58-59 

The  pre-June  role  of  Jeb  Magruder  in  Watergate.  .  .  .      59-60 

John  Mitchell,  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  Gordon  Liddy's 

intelligence  program  at  CRP 61-63 


Page 


58.1  Tape  recording  of  meeting  between  the 

President  and  John  Dean,  March  13,  1973, 

12:42-2:00  p.m.,  and  House  Judiciary 

Conmiittee  transcript  thereof 804 
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59.       On  March  14,  1973  Dean  wrote  to  Senator  James  0.  Eastland, 
Chairman  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  and,  citing  the  doctrine 
of  executive  privilege,  formally  refused  to  testify  in  the  Senate 
confirmation  hearing  on  the  nomination  of  Gray  to  be  Director  of  the 
FBI.   On  the  same  day  the  President  met  with  Dean  and  l«niite  House 
Special  Counsel  Richard  Moore  in  his  Executive  Office  Building  Office 
from  9:43  to  10:50  a.m.  and  from  12:47  to  1:30  p.m.   They  discussed 
a  press  conference  scheduled  for  the  next  day  and  making  Dean  a  test 
case  in  the  courts  on  executive  privilege. 
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60.       On  March  15,  1973  the  President  held  a  press  conference. 
He  stated  he  would  adhere  to  his  decision  not  to  allow  Dean  to  testify 
before  the  Congress  even  if  it  meant  defeat  of  Gray's  nomination  as 
Director  of  the  FBI,  because  there  was  "a  double  privilege,  the  lawyer- 
client  relationship,  as  well  as  the  Presidential  privilege."  He  also 
stated  that  he  would  not  be  willing  to  have  Dean  sit  down  informally 
and  let  Senators  question  him,  but  Dean  would  provide  all  pertinent 
information. 
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61.       On  or  about  March  16,  1973  E.  Howard  Hunt  met  with  Paul 
O'Brien,  an  attorney  for  CRP .   Hunt  informed  O'Brien  that  commitments 
had  not  been  met,  that  he  had  done  "seamy  things"  for  the  White  House, 
and  that  unless  he  received  $130,000  he  might  review  his  options.   On 
March  16,  1973  Hunt  also  met  with  Colson's  lawyer,  David  Shapiro. 
According  to  Colson,  Hunt  requested  of  Shapiro  that  Cclson  act  as 
Hunt's  liaison  with  the  White  House,  but  was  told  that  that  was  impossible. 
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62.       On  March  17,  1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean  in  the 
Oval  Office  from  1:25  to  2:10  p.m.   (On  April  11,  1974  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  subpoenaed  the  President  to  produce  the  tape 
recording  of  the  March  17  meeting.   The  President  has  refused  to  pro- 
duce that  tape  but  has  furnished  an  edited  partial  transcript  of  the 
meeting.   After  having  listened  to  the  tape  recording  of  the  March  17, 
1973  meeting,  the  President  on  June  4,  1973  discussed  with  Press 
Secretary  Ron  Ziegler  his  recollections  of  that  March  17  meeting.   A 
tape  recording  of  the  June  4  discussion  has  been  furnished  to  the 
Committee.   The  evidence  regarding  the  content  of  the  March  17  meeting 
presently  possessed  by  the  Committee  also  includes  a  summary  of  the 
March  17  meeting  furnished,  in  June  1973,  to  SSC  Minority  Counsel  Fred 
Thompson  by  White  House  Special  Counsel  Buzhardt  and  the  SSC  testimony 
of  John  Dean.) 

In  his  discussion  with  Ziegler  on  June  4,  1973  the  President 
told  Ziegler  the  following  regarding  the  March  17  meeting:   Up  to 
March  17,  1973  the  President  had  no  discussion  with  Dean  on  the  basic 
conception  of  Watergate,  but  on  the  17th  there  began  a  discussion  of 
the  substance  of  Watergate.   Dean  told  the  President  that  Dean  had 
been  over  this  like  a  blanket.   Dean  said  that  Magruder  was  good,  but 
that  if  he  sees  himself  sinking  he'll  drag  everything  with  him.   He 
said  no  one  in  the  White  House  had  prior  knowledge  of  Watergate,  except 
possibly  Strachan.   There  was  a  discussion  of  whether  Haldeman  or 
Strachan  had  pushed  on  Watergate  and  whether  anyone  in  the  White  House 
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was  involved.   The  President  said  that  Magruder  put  the  heat  on, 
and  Sloan  starts  pissing  on  Haldeman.   The  President  said  that  "we've 
got  to  cut  that  off.   We  can't  have  that  go  to  Haldeman."  The 
President  said  that  looking  to  the  future  there  were  problems  and 
that  Magruder  could  bring  it  right  to  Haldeman,  and  that  could 
bring  it  to  the  White  House,  to  the  President.   The  President  said 
that  "We've  got  to  cut  that  back.   That  ought  to  be  cut  out."  There 
was  also  a  discussion  of  the  Ellsberg  break-in. 

The  edited  partial  transcript  of  the  March  17  meeting 
supplied  by  the  White  House  contains  only  a  passage  of  conversation 
relating  to  Segretti  and  a  portion  of  the  conversation  relating  to 
the  Ellsberg  break-in.   It  contains  no  discussion  of  matters  relating 
to  Watergate. 
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63.       On  March  19,  1973  Paul  O'Brien  met  with  John  Dean  in  the 
EOB  and  conveyed  a  message  from  E.  Howard  Hunt  that  if  money  for  living 
and  for  attorneys'  fees  were  not  forthcoming.  Hunt  might  have  to  recon- 
sider his  options  and  might  have  some  very  seamy  things  to  say  about 
Ehrlichman. 
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64.       On  March  20,  1973   John  Ehrlichman  met  with  John  Dean  at 
the  White  House.   They  discussed  Howard  Hunt's  request  for  money,  the 
possibility  that  Hunt  would  reveal  activities  of  the  Plumbers'  opera- 
tions if  the  money  were  not  forthcoming,  and  plans  for  Dean  to  discuss 
the  matter  with  John  Mitchell.   According  to  Dean,  Dean  discussed  the 
matter  with  Mitchell  by  telephone  later  that  evening,  but  Mitchell  did 
not  indicate  whether  Hunt  would  be  paid.   On  the  afternoon  of  March  20, 
1973  Ehrlichman  had  a  telephone  conversation  with  Egil  Krogh  and  told 
him  Hunt  was  asking  for  a  large  amount  of  money.   They  discussed  the 
possibility  that  Hunt  might  publicly  reveal  the  Plumbers '. operations. 
Krogh  has  testified  that  Ehrlichman  stated  that  Hunt  might  blow  the  lid 
off  and  that  Mitchell  was  responsible  for  the  care  and  feeding  of 
Howard  Hunt . 
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65.       On  March  20,  1973  Dean  had  a  conversation  with  Richard  Moore, 
Special  Counsel  to  the  President.   Dean  told  Moore  that  Hunt  was  demand- 
ing a  large  sum  of  money  before  his  sentencing  on  March  23,  and  that 
if  this  payment  were  not  made.  Hunt  was  threatening  to  say  things  that 
would  be  very  serious  for  the  White  House.   After  this  conversation. 
Dean  and  Moore  met  with  the  President  from  1:42  to  2:31  p.m.   According 
to  information  furnished  to  the  Senate  Select  Committee  by  Special  Counsel 
Buzhardt,  the  President  and  Moore  agreed  that  a  statement  should  be  re- 
leased immediately  after  the  sentencing  of  the  defendants.   According  to 
Moore,  following  this  meeting  he  told  Dean  that  Dean  should  tell  the 
President  what  he  knew.   According  to  Dean,  Dean  told  Moore  that  Dean 
did  not  think  the  President  understood  all  of  the  facts  involved  in  the 
Watergate  and  particularly  the  implication  of  those  facts  and  that  Dean 
felt  he  had  to  lay  those  facts  and  implications  out  for  the  President. 
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66.       On  March  20,  1973  John  Dean  had  an  evening  telephone  conversation 
with  the  President  during  which  he  arranged  a  meeting  with  the  President 
for  the  next  morning.   According  to  the  edited  transcript  of  this  con- 
versation made  public  by  the  White  House,  Dean  requested  a  meeting  with 
the  President  to  go  over  soft  spots  and  potential  problem  areas.   Dean 
said  that  his  prior  conversation  with  the  President  had  been  "sort  of 
bits  and  pieces"  and  that  he  wanted  to  paint  the  whole  picture  for  the 
President.   The  President  agreed  to  such  a  meeting,  and  the  President 
also  instructed  Dean  to  try  to  write  a  general  statement  like  one  that 
would  state  categorically  that  based  on  Dean's  investigation  Haldeman, 
Colson  and  others  were  not  involved  in  the  Watergate  matter. 
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66.1  White  House  edited  transcript  of  tape  recorded 
telephone  conversation  between  President  Nixon 
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67.       On  March  21,  1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean  from  10:12 

to  11:55  a.m.   H.R.  Haldeman  joined  the  meeting  at  approximately  11:15 

a.m.   The  following  is  an  index  to  certain  of  the  subjects  discussed  in 

the  course  of  the  March  21,  1973  morning  meeting: 

Transcript 
Page 

Possible  involvement  of  Haldeman, 

Dean,  Mitchell,  Magruder,  Colson, 

Strachan  and  Porter  in  Watergate 

matter    5-28 

Clemency  and  Watergate  defen- 
dants       61-62 

Whether  money  should  be  paid 

to  E.  Howard  Hunt 40-42,  105-06 
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Judiciary  Committee  transcript  thereof 990 
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68.       On  March  21,  1973  at  12:30  p.m.  H.R.  Haldeman  spoke  by  telephone 
to  John  Mitchell,  who  was  in  New  York  City.   In  addition  to  reflecting 
the  12:30  p.m.  call,  Haldeman' s  telephone  log  for  that  day  also  shows 
a  conversation  with  John  Mitchell's  office  at  4:06  p.m.  with  a  marginal 
notation  "car  -  9:30  a.m.  (word  illegible)  Nat'l  —  Amer  520."  Haldeman 
has  testified  that  he  does  not  recall  asking  Mitchell  on  March  21  whether 
Mitchell  was  going  to  take  care  of  Hunt's  demand  for  money. 
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69.       On  the  afternoon  of  March  21,  1973  Dean  met  with  Haldeman  and 
Ehrlichman.   Ehrlichman  and  Dean  have  testified  that  the  participants 
at  the  meeting  speculated  about  John  Mitchell's  role  in  the  Watergate 
affair,  and  wondered  whether  Mitchell's  not  coming  forward  was  the  cause 
of  the  beating  everyone  was  taking  on  the  subject  of  Watergate.   Dean 
and  Haldeman  have  testified  that  in  the  late  afternoon  of  March  21,  just 
before  their  second  meeting  with  the  President  on  that  day.  Dean  told 
Haldeman  that  perhaps  the  solution  to  the  whole  thing  was  to  draw  the 
wagons  around  the  White  House.   According  to  Haldeman,  Dean  also  said 
that  they  should  let  all  the  chips  fall  where  they  may,  beause  that 
would  not  hurt  anybody  at  the  White  House  since  no  one  there  had  a 
problem. 
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69.2  H.R.  Haldeman  calendar,  March  21,  1973 
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69.3  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  7  SSC  2741-43, 
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70.       On  the  afternoon  of  March  21,  1973  frpm  5:20  to  6:01  p.m.  the 

President  met  with  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman  and  Dean.   The  following  is  an 

index  to  certain  of  the  subjects  discussed  in  the  course  of  the  March  21, 

1973  afternoon  meeting: 

Transcript  Page 

Possibility  of  testimony  before 

a  new  Grand  Jury  or  before  an 

independent  panel  established 

to  investigate  facts    1-^j  21-22 

Possibility  of  pardon  or 

clemency  for  Hunt 5-6 

What  was  being  done  about 

Hunt's  demand  6-7 

Existence  of  persons  with 

knowledge  7-8 

Written  report  by  Dean  on  which 

President  at  some  later  time 

could  be  shown  to  have  relied 12-19,  23,  30-32 

''       Ellsberg  search  and  seizure  may 

be  sufficient  for  mistrial    20 

Possibility  of  Magruder,  Chap in, 

Dean  and  Haldeman  going  to  jail 25-28 

Possibility  of  Mitchell  stepping 

forward  and  making  some  kind  of 

disclosure  35 


Page 

70.1  Tape  recording  of  conversation  among  the 
President,  H.R.  Haldeman,  John  Ehrlichman 
and  John  Dean,  March  21,  1973,  5:20  -  6:01 
p.m.,  and  House  Judiciary  Committee  tran- 
script thereof 1148 


(77) 


71.       On  the  evening  of  March  21,  1973  Fred  Lj^ue  caused  approxi- 
mately $75,000  in  cash  to  be  delivered  to  William  Bittman,  attorney  for 
E.  Howard  Hunt.   Earlier  that  day  LaRue  had  called  Mitchell  when  Dean 
refused  to  authorize  the  payment  to  Hunt,  and  Mitchell  had  approved 
the  payment  to  Hunt . 
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72,       On  April  17,  1973  the  President  issued  the  following 
public  statement:  " 


On  March  21,  as  a  result  of  serious  charges 
which  came  to  my  attention,  some  of  which  were 
publicly  reported,  I  began  intensive  new 
inquiries  into  this  whole  matter. 


In  his  address  to  the  nation  of  April  30,  1973  the 
President  stated   that  in  March  1973  he  received  new  information 
regarding  the  involvement  of  members  of  the  l^^^ite  House  staff  in 
the  Watergate  affair,  and  that: 


As  a  result,  on  March  21,  I  personally  assumed 
the  responsibility  for  coordinating  intensive  new 
inquiries  into  the  matter,  and  I  personally  ordered 
those  conducting  the  investigations  to  get  all  the 
facts  and  to  report  them  directly  to  me,  right  here 
in  this  office. 
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73  .         On  the  evening  of  March  21,  1973  the  President  dictated  his 
recollections  of  the  events  that  had  occurred  on  that  day. 
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74.         On  the  morning  of  March  22,  1973  at  11:00  a.m.  H.R.  Haldeman, 
John  Ehrllchman,  John  Mitchell  and  John  Dean  met  in  Haldeman's  office. 
Hlademan,  Ehrlichman  and  Dean  have  testified  that  at  this  time  Mitchell 
indicated  that  E.  Howard  Hunt  was  not  a  "problem  any  longer."  Mitchell 
has  denied  making  such  a  statement.   At  this  meeting,  according  to 
Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman,  Mitchell  stated  that  the  Administration's 
rigid  executive  privilege  policy  was  untenable,  both  from  a  legal  and 
from  a  political  standpoint,  because  it  appeared  to  the  public  to  be  a 
cover-up  on  the  part  of  the  President.   Haldeman  testified  that  most  of 
the  discussion  at  the  meeting  concerned  approaches  to  dealing  with  the 
situation,  rather  than  a  review  of  the  facts. 
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74.9   John  Dean  testimony,  SSC  Executive  ^^72 

Session,  June  16,  1973,  129-31 
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75.       On  or  about  March  22,  1973  John  Ehrlichman  met  with  Egll  Krogh 
at  the  White  House.   Ehrlichman  assured  Krogh  that  Howard  Hunt  was 
stable  or  more  stable,  that  his  recommendation  was  just  to  hang  tough, 
and  that  Hunt  was  not  going  to  disclose  all. 


Page 

75.1  Egil  Krogh  testimony,  Watergate  Grand  Jury, 
January  29,  1974,  10-11  (received  from 

Watergate  Grand  Jury) 1278 

75.2  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  6  SSC  2550-51 1280 


(83) 


CTATEMENT  OF  INFORMATION 
AND 
SUPPORTING  EVIDENCE 


EVENTS  FOLLOWING 

THE  mTERGATE  BREAK- IN 

June  20,  1972  -  March  22,  1973 


Part  1 


35-905   (Pt.    1  )  n  -  74  -  7 


(85) 


1.     On  June  20  or  21,  1972  Fred  LaRue,  Special  Assistant  to  CRP 
Campaign  Director  John  Mitchell,  and  Robert  Mardian,  an  official  of  CRP 
acting  as  its  counsel,  met  in  LaRue 's  apartment  with  Gordon  Liddy. 
Liddy  told  LaRue  and  Mardian  that  he  and  Howard  Hunt  had  developed  the 
plans  for  entries  into  the  DNC  and  the  McGovem  presidential  campaign 
offices ;  that  certain  persons  involved  in  Watergate  previously  had 
been  involved  in  operations  of  the  White  House  "Plumbers"  unit, 
specifically  entering  the  offices  of  Daniel  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist 
and  making  ITT  lobbyist  Dita  Beard  unavilable  as  a  witness  at  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee  hearings  on  the  nomination  of  Richard 
Kleindienst  to  be  Attorney  General;  and  that  he  had  shredded  evidence 
relating  to  the  Watergate  break- in.  Liddy  told  Mardian  and  LaRue  that 
commitments  for  bail  money,  maintenance  and  legal  services  had  been 
made  to  those  arrested  in  connection  with  the  DNC  break-in  and  that 
Hunt  felt  it  was  CRP's  obligation  to  provide  bail  money  and  to  get 
his  men  out  of  jail. 
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1.1     FRED  LaRUE  TESTIMONY,   JULY  18,    1972,    6  SSC  2286-89,    2309 

2286 

Mr.  LaRue.  It  would  be  the  following  Monday.  It  would  be,  I  think, 
the  19th  of  June. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  On  that  Monday  in  the  evening,  did  you  attend 
a  meeting  in  Mr.  Mitchell's  Washington  apartment  at  the  Watergate? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Mr.  Mitchell's  apartment  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Wlio  was  at  this  meeting? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Mr.  Mitchell  was  at  the  meeting,  I  was  at  the  meeting, 
Mr.  Mardian  came  to  the  meeting,  ilr.  Dean,  and  Mr.  ISIagnider. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  could  you  tell  us  generally  what  the  meeting  was 
about  and  what  discussion  took  place? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Mr.  Dash,  I  have  no  specific  recollection  of  any  of  the 
discussions  other  than  I  would  assume,  and  I  am  sure  from  the  par- 
ticipants, that  the  discussion  centered  on  the  Watergate  incident.  The 
only  specific  incident  that  I  recall  was  a  discussion  by  Magruder  of 
some  sensitive  files  which  he  had,  about  my  understanding  relating 
to  this  incident,  and  that  he  was  seeking  advice  about  what  to  do  about 
those  files. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  the  term  or  the  name  '•Gemstone"  used  at  that 
time?  Did  he  refer  to  it? 

Mr.  LaRfe.  If  it  was  used,  I  do  not  recall  it,  no  sir.  It  would  not  have 
meant  anything  to  me,  anyway. 

Mr.  Dash.  Had  you  ever  heard  of  that  term  "Gemstone"  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Not  at  that  time,  no  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  tlierc  a  possibility  it  was  used  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  There  is  a  possibility,  but  as  I  say,  it  would  not  have 
meant  anything  to  me. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  say  Mr.  INIagruder  asked  what  he  should  do  about 
these  sensitive  files? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  get  a  response  to  that? 

Mr.  LaRue.  As  I  remember,  there  was  a  response  from  ^Ir.  ilitchell 
that  it  might  be  good  if  Mr.  Magruder  had  a  fire. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  said  that? 

Mr.  LaRute.  As  near  as  I  can  recall,  Mr.  Mitchell  said  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  That  it  might  be  a  good  idea  if  he  had  a  good  fire  in  his 
h^use? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes. 

jMr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  in  any  discussion  of  the  politically  sensitive 
files  that  the  information  they  involved  was  electronic  surveillance? 

Mr.  LaRue.  As  I  recall,  tlierc  was  a  reference  to  files  pertaining  to 
electronic  surveillance,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  it  true  that  at  this  meeting  oii  June  19,  19T'2,  where  a 
discussion  was  had  about  these  files  and  the  recommendations  that  it 
would  be  good  if  Mr.  Magmder  had  a  good  fire  in  his  house,  was  one 
of  the  overt  acts  which  is  included  in  tlie  infoiination.  the  conspiracy 
of  information  to  which  you  pleaded  guilty,  the  June  1!)  mooting? 

jNfr.  T.iaRi;f,.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  was  there  a  meeting  in  your  apartment  on  .Time  20, 
1972? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  who  was  there? 
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Mr.  LaRue.  Mr.  IMardian,  Mr.  Lidd y  and  myself. 

!Mr.  Dash.  iVnd  what  was  discussed  at  that  time?  This  is  Mr.  Gordon 
Liddy? 

Mr.  LaKue.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

Tliis  discussion  centered  around  Mr.  Liddy's  knowledge  and  involve- 
ment in  the  break-in. 

iMr.  Dash.  You  say  centered  aroimd  his  involvement.  Could  you  be 
a  little  more  specific?  "Wliat  did  Mr.  Liddy  say?  "Was  he  there  to  tell 
you  what  had  occurred? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  don't  know  that  he  was  there  for  that  purpose,  but 
this  is  what  evolved. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Who  set  up  the  meeting? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Mr.  Jfardian  set  up  the  meeting. 

Mr.  Dash.  IVhat  did  you  iniderstand,  since  it  was  in  your  apart- 
ment, that  the  meeting  was  to  be  about? 

Mr.  LaRue.  My  presence  in  the  meeting  occurred  in  this  manner: 
ilr.  ;Mardian  came  to  me  on  that  day  and  wanted  to  know  if  he  could 
borrow  my,  use  my  apartment,  that  he  had  a  meeting  set  up  with 
Gordon  Liddy.  I  told  him  that  would  be  fine.  I  gave  him  the  keys 
to  my  apartment,  and  I  think  at  that  time,  he  said,  you  might  as 
well  join  me. 

ilr.  Dash.  "Where,  by  the  way,  is  your  apartment  located  ? 

Mr.  L.\Rue.  At  that  time,  I  was  in  "Watergate  West. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  knew  that,  especially  from  what  Mr.  Magnider 
had  told  you  on  his  telephone  call  with  Mr.  Liddy.  that  Mr.  Liddy 
had  been  one  of  those  who  was  involved  in  the  break-in? 

Mr.  LaRct..  No.  ilr.  Dash,  I  do  not  think  that  was  discussed  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Well,  you  said  that  Mr.  Magruder  went  back  and  said 
there  was  trouble,  there  was  a  break-in,  that  that  was  the  day  they 
were  going  to  go  into  Democratic  national  headquarters  when  Mr. 
Liddy  was  on  the  phone.  AVhen  Mr.  Magruder  came  back,  didn't  you 
say  that  ilr.  Liddy  had  told  Mr.  Magruder  about  the  break-in  ? 

Mr.  LaRcx.  Yes;  but  I  don't  think  that  at  that  time,  Mr.  Liddy 
had  indicated  any  involvement  of  himself  at  that  operation. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  mention  Mr.  McCord? 

Jlr.  L.\Rue.  He  did  mention  Mr.  McCord,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  that  time,  did  he  mention  nimself  at  your  apart- 
ment on  Jime  20  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

ilr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  what  he  did  say  about  his  involvement? 

Mr.  LaRtte.  Mr.  Liddy  told  us  that  he  had  recmitetl  the  five  people 
that  had  been  caught  in  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  that  he 
had,  he  and  ilr.  Hunt  had  set  up  this  operation,  that  he  and  ilr.  Hunt 
were  at  a  hotel  room  at  the  "Watergate  Hotel  during  the  actual  break- 
in.  He  described  the  listening  post  that  they  had  across  the  street 
at  the  Howard  Johnson's. 

IVfr.  Dash.  By  the  way,  did  he  tell  you  about  any  other  activity  he 
had  been  engaged  in  for  intelligence  purposes  or  covert  activities  be- 
sides the  break-in  at  the  Watergate? 

jNIr.  LaRit:.  Yes,  he  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  what  they  did  ? 
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Mr.  LaKuk.  Ml'.  LicUly  meutionod  that  lie  li;ifl  on  other  occasions 
been  in\oh-ecl  in  incidents  or  operations  for  the  Wliite.  House,  and  lie 
speciHcally  mentioned  the  attempted  Inirglaiy  of  tlie  oiKce  of  the  psy- 
chiatrist of  Mr.  Ellsherjr.  He  specifically  mentioned  another  incident 
in  which  Mr.  Hunt  used  a  dis<^aiise,  I  think — this  was  ii\  Denver.  Colo., 
when  Mrs.  Dita  Beard  was  in  the  hospital.  Mr.  Hunt  used  a  disi>nise 
to  surreptitiously  enter  tlie  room  and  have  a  conversation  with  ilrs. 
Board. 

ilr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  any  otlier  incidents  that  he  talked  about  ^ 

Mr.  LaRut;.  I  clon"t  recall  any.  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  Mr.  Liddy  tellinir  you  or  Mr.  Mardian 
about  his  shooting  out  tlie  lia'jits  around  the  McGovern  headquailei-s? 

INIr.  LaRctc.  Yes,  I  do  recall  that. 

iir.  Dash.  That  was  during  an  unsuccessful  attempt  to  break  into 
McGovern  headquarters  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  An  unsuccessful  attempt.  He  had  shot  out  some  lights, 
I  think  in  an  alle}"  or  someplace  around  l\[cGovern  headquarters. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  Mr.  I/iddy  discussing  at  that  time  whether 
or  not  tlicre  was  anv  possibility  he  micfht  get  caught  or  niiirht  get  found 
out? 

Mr.  LaRue.  'Sir.  Liddy  assured  us  that  he  had  conducted  this  oi)era- 
tion  in  such  a  manner  that  it  could  not  be  traced  to  him.  that  we  should 
not  have  any  fears  that  any  subsequei^t  investigation  would  lead  to 
him. 

Mr.  Dash.  Nevertheless,  did  Mr.  Liddy  oiler  any  type  of  punish- 
ment that  he  would  lx>  willing  to  accejit  for  his  failure  in  this  case? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes:  Mr.  Liddy  assured  ns  that  in  any  e\ent,  he  would 
never  reveal  any  information  about  this  in  the  coui-se  of  any  investiga- 
tion, even  if  it  led  to  him,  but  if  we  were  not  satisfied  with  that  assur- 
ance, that  though  he  was,  I  think,  personally  or  morally  opposed  to 
suicide,  that  if  we  would  instruct  him  to  be  on  any  street  corner  at  aiiy 
time,  he  would  be  there  and  we  could  have  him  assassinated. 

^fr.  Dash.  Li  other  words,  he  was  willing  to  be  rubbed  out  ? 

Mr.  T-ARtT..  Yes.  sir. 

^Fr.  Dash.  T  take  it  nobody  took  him  up  on  his  offer? 

Sh:  LaRuk.  Xot  that  I  know  of.  no.  sir. 

^Ir.  Dash.  Xow,  the  meeting  was  between  you,  Mardian.  and  ^Ir, 
Liddy  in  your  apartment  ? 

Afr.  LaRue.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow.  it  was  this  meeting  that  you  had  with  Mr.  Liddy 
in  which  these  revelations  came  fioni  ^[r.  Liddy.  A\'as  this  informa- 
tion reported  to  ^Ir.  ^ritchell  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes.  it  was. 

[Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  when  it  was.  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  The  best  of  my  recollection  would  be  the  same  day, 
the  afteTiioon  or  late  evening  of  June "20. 

^Tr.  Dash,  "^^liat  was  Mi-.  Mitchoirs  reaction  when  he  heard  what 
you  had  to  say  ? 

^Fi-.  LaRi'e.  Well,  he  was — Sir.  Mitchell  is  not  a  person  that  demon- 
strates a  great  deal  of  emotion  ai>out  anything.  ^Fi'.  Dash.  I  doift 
recall  any  specific  reaction. 

Slv.  Dastt.  Xow.  did  Mr.  Liddy  tell  you  who  iiad  apjiroved  the 
operation  when  he  was  tellingyou  about  the  bieak-in  at  the  Democratic 
Xational  Conunittee  headquarters,  or  any  of  the  other  activities? 
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iMr.  IjAKt-E.  Xo ;  not  to  my  recollection,  no,  sir. 

yiv.  Dash.  Did  he  not  tell  you  tliat  he  was  acting  on  the  approval 
of  the  AVhitc  House  or  Mr.  Mitchell  >. 

Mr.  LaKlt:-.  Mr.  Dash,  I  don't  recall  a  discussion  of  that  nature, 
no,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  when  was  the  subject  of  fundraisino:  for  the  Water- 
gate defendants  first  brought  up  in  your  presence  or  mentioned  to 
you  ? 

Mr.  LaEue.  Mr.  Dash,  I  am  sorry,  but  I  don't  have  any  specific 
recollection  or  dates  regardinc:  the  initial  discussions  on  fundraising. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  am  not  trying  to  jnn  you  down  to  any  particular  date. 
"Was  it  around  this  time?  Was  it  around  the  time  that  you  had  the 
meeting  with  ]Mr.  Lidd}'? 

Mr.  L\TirE.  Yes;  I  wovdd  say  that  it  was  in  this  time;  period.  To 
the  best  of  my  recollection,  at  the  Liddy  meeting,  he  indicated  that 
certain  commitments  had  been  made  to  him  and  subsequenth'  passed 
by  him  to  the  other  people  involved,  that  certain  commitments  had 
been  made  regarding  the  maintenance  or  expenses  for  the  maintenance 
of  their  families,  legal  expenses. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  tell  you  who  had  made  these  commitments? 

Mr.  LaRie.  Xo  sir,  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  that  he  expected  that  there  would  be  payments 
made  for  tlie  boys  in  jail,  is  that  right  ? 

Mr.  LaRle.  Yes,  sir. 

ifr.  Dash.  Xow,  what  was  your  role  to  be  in  this  respect  at  this 
time? 

^[r.  LaRct:.  My  role  in  what,  I  am  sorry? 

yir.  Dash.  "What  was  your  role  in  providing  funds  or  the  paj-ment 
foi- the  defendants  ? 

yiv.  LaRce.  At  this  time? 

Mr.  Dash.  At  this  time. 

Mr.  LaRte.  I  didn't  have  any  role,  ^Ir.  Dash. 
^Mr.  Dash.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  had  a  role  with  'Sh: 
Kalmbuch? 

Mr.  LaRi-e.  Yes,  sir. 

^[r.  Dash.  Will  yon  tell  us  about  that.  When  did  you  first  learn 
that  Mr.  Kalmbach  was  going  to  be  involved  and  what  lole  vou  were 
going  to  have  with  regard  to  his  activities  ? 

^Ir.  LaKce.  ;\ry  best  recollection  of  that,  :\rr.  Dash,  was  that  I  re- 
ceived a  phone  call  from  Jlr.  Kalmbach  to  meet  him  at  the  Statler- 
Hilron  Hotel,  that  date  was  the  latter  part  of  June,  June  28.  June  20. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  did  meet  with  hini? 

Mr.  LaRl-e.  Yes. 'sir. 

Mr.  Dasic.  Could  you  toll  us  what  happened  at  that  meeting? 

Mr.  LaRie.  I  met  with  Mr.  Kalmbach,  the  nature  of  that  discus- 
sion, as  I  recall,  [Mr.  Kalmbach  stated  that  he  had  undertaken  an  as- 
signment to  raise  money  to  meet  the  commitments  that  had  been  made 
to  the  Watergate  defendants.  Our  discussion  centered  on  a  method  or 
a  way  that  contact  could  be  made  witli  the  defendants  and  in  which 
the  amount  of  money  could  be  discussed  or  be  determined. 

Mr.  Kalmbach  indicated  tliat  he  had  a  person  who  was  very  dis- 
creet, very  reliable  that  could  be  used  for  this  purpose.  We  dis- 
cussed  
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ilr.  LaTvce.  Senator,  I  stand  on  the  fact  that  I  do  not  know  wlio 
made  these  commit ments,  no,  sir. 

Senator  Tamiaimik.  But  you  thought  they  ouaiit  to  be  carried  out  re- 
gardless of  who  made  tliem  and  under  what  conditions? 

ilr.  LaRue.  I  tliouglit  tliat  what  ? 

Senator  Talmadge.  You  thought  they  ought  to  be  carried  out  re- 
gardless of  who  made  them  and  totally  unknown  to  you  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  T  thought  they  ought  to  be  carried  out  because  of  the 
consequences  if  they  were  not. 

Senator  Taljiadoe.  Did  you  know  anything  abont  the  break-in  prior 
thereto? 

ilr.  LaRue.  Pardon  me,  I  am  sorry. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Did  j-ou  know  the  break-in  was  planned  prior 
to  that  time?  Did  you  know  that  Liddy  and  his  associates  were  going 
to  break  into  the  "Watergate  and  commit  burglary  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Xo,  sir. 

Senator  Tauiadge.  You  did  not  ? 

Mr.  L.\RuE.  Xo,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Did  Mr.  Mitchell  know? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Xot  to  my  knowledge,  no,  sir. 

Senator  Taljiadge.  I  belie\e  you  met  with  Mr.  Liddy  on  June  20. 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Talmadge.  And  you  discussed  various  things.' Did  Mr. 
Liddy  tell  you  at  that  time  that  he  had  shredded  a  number  of 
documents? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  TALM.\r)GE.  Did  he  tell  you  the  nature  of  those  documents  ? 

Mr.  LaRite.  He  indicated  that  they  were  documents  rehating  to  the 
break-in,  yes,  sir. 

•  Senator  Talmadge.  And  they  were  in  the  files  of  the  Committee  To 
Re-Elect  the  President? 

Mr.  LaRue.  They  were  in — my  understanding  is  they  were  in  his 
files,  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Xow,  I  believe  Mr.  Mardian  was  present  at  that 
same  conversation,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  LaRce.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Talmadge.  \^Tiat  was  his  reaction  to  this  Liddy  story 
that 

Mr.  LaRue.  What  was  Mr.  Mardian  s  reaction? 

Senator  Talmadge.  Yes. 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  think  Mr.  Mardian  was — shared  the  same  opinion  I 
did.  He  was  rather  shocked  by  the  revelations  of  what  had  been  known, 
became  known  as  the  White  House  horrors,  and  I  do  not  think  he 
shared  any  enthusiasm  that  the  investigation  would  eventually  lead 
to  Mr.  Liddv. 

Senator  Tai.madge.  Did  Mr.  Liddy  tell  you  at  that  time  about  the 
EUsberg  psychiatrist  break-in? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  TAL^rvooE.  Xow,  had  not  Mr.  Mardian  been  in  charge  of  the 
Internal  Secuiity  Division  of  the  Justice  Department  that  was  in 
charge  of  |-)rosecuting  the  Elhberg  case? 

^fr.  LaRue.  I  do  not  know  who  was  in  charge  of  prosecuting  it. 
Senator.  'Slv.  Mardian,  prior  to  h.is  coming  to  the  conunittee.  was  assist- 
ant attorney  general  in  charge  of  Internal  Security,  yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  iVLvRDiAN.  I  think  I  would  have  recalled  such  a  discussiori  had 
it  taken  place  in  my  presence. 

Mr.  Hasiiltox.  Well,  are  you  aware  of  any  testimony  by  Mr.  LaEue 
and  Mr.  Magruder  that  you  left  the  meeting  before  destruction  of  the 
Gemst one  file? 

Mr.  iLvKDiAN.  I  don't  think  anybody  asked  that  question  and  I  don't 
think  anybody  asked  Mr.  LaRue  when  I  arrived.  Maybe  they  did.  I 
don't  know. 

Mr.  ILvMiLTON.  But  you  know  of  no  statement  by  Magruder  or 
LaRue  here  or  otherwise  that  you  were  not  present  at  this  meeting 
when  the  destruction  of  the  Gcmstone  file  took  place  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Well,  I  haven't  talked  to  them. 

Mr.  HA3irLTO>r.  Mr.  Mardian,  did  you,  in  the  several  days  following 
June  19,  liave  an  occasion  to  interview  Mr.  Liddy  ? 

Mr.  ]VL\RDiAN.  Yes. 

]\rr.  Hamilton.  And  who  else  was  present  in  this  interview? 

Sir.  ]\L\RniAN.  Mr.  Fred  LaRue. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  LaRue  testified  at  page  4595  that  this  meeting 
was  on  June  20.  Do  you  concur  in  that  testimony  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  No.  And  I  might  state  that  there  is  doubt  in  my  mind 
as  to  the  date  of  that  meeting.  I  originallj-,  in  response  to  questions 
put  to  me  by  the  U.S.  attorneys  fixed  the  date  of  that  meeting  as  the 
21st  or  22d.  They  told  me  that  the  meeting  took  place  on  the  20th.  We 
finally  settled  on  the  20th  or  21st,  and  I  believe  I  told  your  committee 
that  it  was  the  20th  or  21st.  In  checking  my  records  I  would  have  to 
say  that  the  meeting  took  place  on  the  morning  of — and  again  I  could 
be  mistaken,  the  morning  of  June  21. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  A\niat  is  there  in  your  records,  Mr.  Jlardian,  that 
indicates  to  you  that  the  meeting  took  place  on  tliis  day  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  On  the  workslieet  that  has  been  turned  over  to  your 
committee,  I  note  that  I  got  a  call  from  Gordon  Liddy  and  it  coincides 
witli  my  earliest  recollection  that  I  did  not  meet  witli  Mr.  Liddy  at 
least  on  tlie  first  day  of  my  return.  I  am  not  saying  that  that  is  abso- 
lute, I  am  just — my  earliest  recollection  was  the  21st  or  22d,  and  I  think 
I  have  testified  that  it  could  be  the  20th  or  21st  but  I  would  have  to  say 
that  it  was  the  21st. 

Mr.  Hajiilton.  Is  it  your  recollection  that  this  meeting  with  Mr. 
Liddy  took  place  on  the  morning  of  the  21st? 

Mr.  JLardian.  This  is  purcl}-  a  surmise  based  upon  that  call.  It 
looks  to  be  tlie  first  call  that  I  noted,  and  my  recollection  is  he  said  he 
was  leaving  that  day  lor  Los  Angeles. 

Mr.  Hajiilton.  I  notice  in  your  diary  that  there  are  numerous  meet- 
ings scheduled  on  June  21st,  one  at  8;  one  at  8:30;  one  at  9:30;  one 
at  10;  one  at  11;  and  one  at  12,  that  appears  to  have  been  canceled. 
"Would  this  licavy  load  on  the  morning  of  the  21st  suggest  to  you  tliat 
perhaps  tite  meeting  took  place  on  tlie  20th  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  That  crossmark  does  not  indicate  a  cancellation.  I 
think  you  will  find  that  crossmark  on  every  Monday,  Wednesday, 
and  Friday,  wliich  was  the  time  I  was  supposed  to  exercise,  whicli  I 
did  not. 

I  note  that  the  meeting — there  is  one,  for  instance,  with  a  gentle- 
man at  R::^.0  and  then  another  one  at  10  o'clock.  I  do  not  think  I  met 
with  that  gentleman  twice  on  that  day.  One  appears  to  be  a  rescliedul- 
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in<T,  and  the  fact  that  I  have  it  noted  in  my  book  does  not  mean  that 
I  ivept  the  appointment. 

I  am  trying  to  give  you  the  best,  my  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  How  did  this  meeting  come  about,  Mr.  ^lardian? 

Mr.  jMardiax.  Well,  my  recollection  differs  with  that  of  ilr.  LaRue. 
Again,  Mr.  LaRne  could  be  right.  My  recollection  was  that  Mr.  La- 
Rue  told  me  Mr.  Liddy  wanted  to  talk  to  me.  I  do  not  recall  whether 
it  was  Mr.  LaRue  that  told  me  this  or  Mr.  Liddy  to  come  to  my  office. 
Mr.  Liddy  was  reluctant  to  come  to  my  office.  He  wanted  to  meet 
some  place  else,  and  we  met  in  Mr.  LaRue's  apartment.  I  believe  that, 
more  than  anything  else,  was  the  basis  for  my  belief  that  it  was  Mr. 
LaRue  that  arranged  for  the  meeting  and  indicated  we  could  meet  in 
his  apartment. 

Mr.  HLviniLTON.  ^Ir.  Mardian.  I  wondered  in  your  own  words  if  you 
would,  in  some  detail,  tell  us  what  occurred  at  this  meeting  and  tell 
us  what  information  Mr.  Liddv  imparted  to  you  ? 

Mr.  iLvRDiAN'.  My  recollection  is  pretty  vi\nd.  I  may  forget  some  of 
the  items  that  he  disclosed  to  me.  but  I  will  try  not  to. 

"We  arrived,  Mr.  LaRue  and  I  arrived  at  his  apartment  and  soon 
thereafter.  Mr.  Liddv  came  into  the  room.  The  first  thinsr  he  asked 
Mr.  LaRue  was  whether  or  not  he  had  a  radio.  Mr.  LaRue  indicated  a 
radio  which  was  in  the  corner  of  the  living  room.  Mr.  Liddy  went  over 
and  turned  the  radio  on  and  asked  me  to  sit  by  the  radio  in  a  chair,  and 
he  sat  in  a  couch,  as  I  recall,  that  was  next  to  an  end  table  that  the 
radio  was  on. 

He  apologized  to  me  by  saying  something  to  the  effect  that  it  is 
not  that  I  do  not  trust  you,  but  this  conversation  cannot  be  recorded. 
My  inference  from,  that  was  he  thought  I  had  some  kind  of  a  device 
on  me,  possibly  something  in  the  room,  I  do  not  know. 

And  again,  I  am  going  to  have  to  say  that  I  do  not  recall  the  se- 
quence of  events  in  which  he  related  these  things  to  me.  But  I  do  recall 
that  he- said  that  he  wanted  to  hire  me  as  his  lawyer,  as  his  personal 
attorney.  I  told  him  that  I  was  actinar  as  attorney  for  the  committee 
and  that  I  could  not  relieve  myself  of  that  responsibility  to  represent 
hinrf.  He  then  said  it  was  imperative  that  he  be  able  to  talk  to  me  in 
confidence  and  that  under  no  circumstances  could  I  disclose  what 
he  told  me. 

I  told  him  that  since  he  was  an  employee  of  the  committee  and  I 
was  acting  as  attorney  for  the  committee,  he  could  talk  to  me  as  a 
client  to  a  lawyer  and  that  T  would  maintain  his  confidence,  but  that 
I  would  have  to  be  at  liberty  to  disclose  what  he  told  me  to  Mr. 
Mitchell.  At  first,  I  believe  he  demurred,  and  I  told  him  that  was 
the  only  basis  on  which  I  could  talk  to  him. 

One  of  the  things  that  he  told  me  was  that  he  had  a  message  from 
Mr.  Hunt,  that  Mr.  Hunt  felt  that  it  was  the  conmiittee's  obligation 
to  provide  bail  money  to  get  his  men  out  of  jail.  At  that  time,  these 
people  were  incarcerated  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Jail. 

I  was  interested  in  finding  out  what  had  occurred  and  I  interro- 
gated him  as  to  the  events  of  the  evening  of  January  16 — June  16. 
the  morning  of  the  I7th.  And  he  related  to  me  wliat  had  occurred 
about  the  break-in,  told  me  that  they  had  planned,  as  I  recall,  to 
break  into  the  McGovern  headquartei-s  that  san\e  night. 
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About  the  arrest  of  the  five  people,  Mr.  McCord  and  the  others, 
their  flight,  lie  indicated  to  nne  that  there  was  nothing  to  fear,  because 
the  only  person  that  could  identify  Mr.  Liddv  was  Mr.  McCord  and 
Mr.  McCord  would  not  divulge  his  identity,  thit  the  Cuban-Americans 
were  old  soldiers  who  had  worked  in  the  CIA  with  ilr.  Hunt  since 
the  Bay  of  Pigs,  and  that  they  would  never  under  any  circumstances 
disclose  Mr.  Hunts  identity,  and  that  the  committee 'had  nothin-r  to 
rear  m  that  regard.  ° 

I  told  him  that,  based  upon  what  he  had  related  to  me.  the  events 
ot  that  evening,  one  of  which  included,  as  I  recall,  his  sitting  on  the 
sJiouIders  of  one  of  the  men  at  a  distance— I  don^t  recall,  some'300  feet 
or  .300  yards— shooting  out  a  light  behind  the  Democratic  Committee 
headquarters.  I  pointed  out  to  him  that  a  person  that  he  was  that 
intimate  with  would  certainlv  be  able  to  identify  him,  pointed  out  that 
he  had  spent,  that  he  had  told  us  he  had  spent  some  time  in  the  room 
with  tnese  people  in  their  hotel  room,  thev  had  eaten,  that  his  fincrer- 
prmts  would  1^  all  over  the  place.  He  kept  insisting  that  there  was  no 
chance  that  he  would  be  identified. 

I  tried  to  convince  him  he  would  be  identified,  that  his  best  bet 
wa=  to  give  himself  up  rather  than  try  to  wait  for  them  to  arrest  him. 
r^tl^^TT  "^  this  possibility.  He  did,  after  some  discussion,  indi- 
cate that  It  was  possible  that  he  could  be  arrested,  but  I  inquired  of 
mm  as  to  the— because  of  the  news  accounts  of  the  arrest  and  the 
apparent  bungled  effort,  the  possibility  that  someone  in  the  group 
had  had  It  m  mind  that  they  would  be  arrested,  to  embarra^  the 
Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President.  He  discounted  this  completely 

^iL'^'^f "  ^^'^^i^'!  ?^°"P  i^^^  ^^^"^  operating  together  for  some  con- 
siderable, period  of  time,  that  they  were  all  real  pros,  that  they  had 
engaged  in  numerous  jobs.  And  when  I  asked  him  what  kind  of  iobs 
he  said,  we  pulled  two  right  under  your  nose.  ^       ' 

i^l^lt  \  °ffifof;^^  psychiatrist  of  Dr.  Ellsberg  and  that  they  were 
the  ones  who  got  Dita  Beard  out  of  town.  J'         " 

I  expressed  my  strong  displeasure  with  respect  to— I  pointed  out 
that  the  worst  thing  that  had  happened  in  the  hearings  was  that  Dita 
iseard  disappeared. 

hnd  nlS,1  ^'Z  ^-^'Ttf^  the  Ellsberg  break-in  what,  if  an^thin^,  they 

ho  Lo  V  f  ifit^^l*^  '"^  ^^^*  ^^^-^  ^^"^  o^i^'^^^d  nothing,  that  they 
had  searched  all  the  files  and  couldn't  find  his  record 

1  asked  him  on  whose  authority  he  was  operating,  and  I  wish  to  be 
vZn.u  ["tr-  ^''^'■^j^^f  I  ;^on't  know  that  he  used  the  name  of  the 
President  but  the  words  he  did  use  were  clearly  meant  too  imply  that 
he  was  ■■^rting  on  the  express  authority  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Central  Intelligence  \-ency 

nhH?^wl'  wT  iT^""  °i~^^/  ^  ""'^''^  ^'"^  ^^^^  informafion  they  had 
en  r  S«  ^^^l"-^  ^'"^  the  purpose  of  making  this  entry,  that  this 
entry  ^ns  not  of  h,s  domg,  that  neither  he  nor  Mr.  Hunt  thou ^rht  it 
was  a  good  idea,  that  they  had  obtained  nothing  from  the  but  that 
!  f n  .1  Pr^\i""sl.v  implanted  m  tlie  place.  He  told  me  that  the  onlv 
ItfLl^^'  '^  'l^^!:t="'?«l  {'■om  that  bug  was  the  fact  that  somebody 
H  e  w-^^Rin  .  ^/r°"''  Committee  was  talkin.^  to  somebody  at 
the-^^as  talk-ing  to  the  people  or  a  person  at  the  Committee  ToRe- 
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2.     Later  that  day  (or,  according  to  Mitchell,  the  day  following) 
Mardian  and  LaRue  met  with  John  Mitchell  and  told  him  of  their  meeting 
with  Llddy,  Including  the  details  of  the  DNC  break- in,  the  involvement 
of  Magruder  and  Llddy  in  the  DNC  break-in,  Llddy 's  and  Hunt's  prior 
surreptitious  entry  into  the  office  of  Daniel  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist, 
and  Hunt's  earlier  activities  Involving  Dita  Beard.  Mitchell  was  also 
advised  of  Llddy 's  request  for  ball  money  and  of  Llddy 's  statement 
that  he  got  his  approval  in  the  White  House.  Mitchell  instructed 
Mardian  to  tell  Llddy  that  ball  money  would  not  be  forthcoming. 
Mitchell  has  testified  that  he  refrained  from  advising  the  President 
of  what  he  had  learned  because  he  did  not  think  it  appropriate  for  the 
President  to  have  that  type  of  knowledge,  and  that  he  believed  that 
knowledge  would  cause  the  President  to  take  action  detrimental  to  the 
campaign  and  that  the  best  thing  to  do  was  just  to  keep  the  lid  on 
through  the  election. 
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Mr.  L.\KuK._Mr.  Jviddy  mentioned  tluit  lie  luid  on  other  oecfisions 
been  involved  in  incidents  or  operations  for  the  ■White  ITouse,  and  he 
sperifK-ally  mentioned  the  attemj)ted  bniijUirv  of  the  olHee  of  the  psv- 
chiatrist  of  ilr.  Ellsberfj-.  He  sjiecifically  mentioned  another  incident 
in  which  Mr.  Hunt  used  a  disguise.  I  think— this  was  in  Denver.  Colo., 
when  Mrs.  Dita  Beard  was  in  the  hospital.  Mr.  Hunt  used  a  disiruise 
to  surreptitiously  enter  the  room  and  have  a  conversation  with  Mrs. 
Beard. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  any  otlier  incidents  that  he  talked  about? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  don't  recall  any,  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  Mr.  Liddy  telling  you  or  ^Ir.  Mardian 
about  his  shooting  out  the  lights  around  the  McGovern  headquarters  ? 

Ml".  LaRce.  Yes,  I  do  recall  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  That  was  during  an  unsuccessful  attempt  to  break  into 
McGovem  headquarters  ? 

Mr.  LaRce.  An  unsuccessful  attempt.  He  had  shot  out  some  lights, 
I  think  in  an  alley  or  someplace  around  McGovern  headquarters. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  Mr.  Liddy  discussing  at  that  time  whether 
ornot  there  was  any  possibility  he  might  get  caught  or  mi<rht  get  found 
out? 

Mr.  LaRtje.  Mr.  Liddy  assured  us  that  he  had  conducted  this  opera- 
tion in  such  a  manner  that  it  could  not  be  traced  to  him.  that  we  should 
not  have  any  fears  that  any  subsequent  investigation  would  lead  to 
him. 

Mr.  Dash.  Nevertheless,  did  Mr.  Liddy  offer  any  type  of  punish- 
ment that  he  would  be  willing  to  accept  for  his  failure  in  this  case? 

Mr.  LARtHE.  Yes;  Mr.  Liddy  assured  us  that  in  any  event,  he  would 
never  reveal  any  information  about  this  in  the  course  of  any  investiga- 
tion, even  if  it  led  to  him,  but  if  we  were  not  satisfied  with  that  assur- 
ance, that  though  he  was,  I  think,  personally  or  morally  opiX)sed  to 
suicide,  that  if  we  would  instruct  him  to  be  on  any  street  corner  at  any 
time,  he  'would  be  there  and  we  could  have  him  assassinated. 

Mr.  Dash.  In  other  words,  he  was  willing  to  be  rubbed  out  ? 

ilr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  take  it  nobody  took  him  up  on  his  oft'er? 

Mr.  LaRtje.  Xot  that  I  know  of.  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  the  meeting  was  between  you,  Mardian,  and  Mr. 
Liddy  in  your  apartment  ? 

jtlr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  it  was  tliis  meeting  that  you  had  with  ilr.  Liddy 
in  which  these  revelations  came  from  Mr.  Liddy.  AVas  this  informa- 
tion reported  to  Mr.  Mitchell  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  it  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  when  it  was,  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  The  best  of  my  recollection  would  be  the  same  day, 
the  afternoon  or  late  evening  of  June  20. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Wliat  was  Mi-.  MitchelTs  reaction  when  he  heard  what 
30U  had  to  say  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  "Well,  he  was— INIr.  Mitchell  is  not  a  pei-son  that  demou- 
.stratos  a  great  deal  of  emotion  about  ;uiything.  Mr.  Dash.  I  don't 
j;ecall  any  specific  reaction. 

Ml-.  Dash.  Xow.  did  Mr.  Liddy  tell  \ou  who  had  ;tppro\-ed  the 
operation  wlien  he  was  tellingyou  ai)Out  the  break-in  at  the  Democratic 
National  Conmiittee  headquarters,  or  any  of  tl\e  other  activities? 
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Mr.  Hamilton.  A^Hien  you  spoke  to  Mr.  Mitchell  did  you  transmit 
thia  request  for  bail  money  to  Mr.  Mitchell? 

Mr.  M.\RDiAx.  Included  among  all  of  the  other  matters  that  I  related. 

ilr.  PIajiiltox.  More  specifically,  in  regard  to  the  bail  money,  what 
was  ilr.  Mitchell's  reaction? 

ilr.  Mardiax.  Mr.  Mitchell  told  me  that  under  no  circumstances 
would  bail  money  be  forthcoming,  and  for  me  to  call  Mr.  Liddy  and 
tell  him.  \i\d  I  did  so. 

Mr.  Hajiiltox.  Will  you  tell  us  the  rest  of  your  conversation  with 
Mr.  Mitchell?  I  don't  want  you  to  repeat  ever\-thins:  that  you  told 
;Mr.  Liddy.  but  I  would  like  to  know  what  ilr.  Mitchell  said  to  you. 

Mr.  iL\RDiAX-.  I  can't  recall — oh,  he  asked  me  if  Mr.  Liddy — I  might 
say  that  Mr.  ilitchell  appeared  to  be  as  sincerely  shocked  as  I  was 
when  I  got  this  information.  He  asked  me  if  Mr.  Liddy  had  disclosed 
any  other  of  the  activities  of  this  group  that  had  been  arrested,  Mr. 
Hunt  and  himself,  and  I  told  him  that  he  had  not,  he  had  not  disclosed 
any  others  to  me. 

Mr.  H.\inxTox.  Did  Sir.  Mitchell  confirm  or  deny  that  he  had  ap- 
proved the  budget  for  Mr.  Liddy "s  operation  ? 

Mr.  iL\RDiAX.  I  don't  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Hamilton'.  He  made  no  comment  in  any  way  as  to  whether  or 
not  he  had  approved  the  budget  ? 

Mr.  Maedian.  Not  at  that  time.  That  discussion  took  place  later. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  A  discussion  on  whether  he  had  approved  the  budget 
took  place  later? 

Mr.  ]\LvRDiAX.  Well,  the  discussion  didn't  start  out  in  that  vein.  It 
took  place  when  I  confronted  ilr.  Magruder.  I  asked  Mr.  Magruder  in 
the  presence  of  Mr.  Mitchell,  I  believe  the  next  day,  or  as  soon  there- 
after as  I  could,  how  much  money  he  had  given  Mr.  Liddy  in  addition, 
I  forget  the  general  nature  of  the  entire  conversation,  I  asked  him 
whether  he  directed  Mr.  Liddy  to  go  in  there.  He  denied  it.  I  asked 
him  how  much  money  he  had  given  Mr.  Liddy.  He  said  he  had  author- 
ized Mr.  Sloan  to  give  Mr.  Liddy  $40,000. 1  asked  him  what  he  thought 
^the  $40,000  was  for.  It  seemed  to  me  a  sizable  sum  of  money.  Mr. 
Mitchell  expressed  the  same  concern  and  wanted  to  know,  you'know, 
how  he  could  have  spent  $40,000  already  because  the  campaign  had  just 
started. 

Mr.  Magruder  lied  to  Mr.  Mitchell  that  he  had  authorized  $250,000, 
and  this  seemed  but  a  very  small  part  of  that  sum.  That  is  how  the 
_^'250,000  budget  matter  came  up. 

ilr.  HA>nLT0x.  At  some  occasion  during  that  week  wasn't  there  a 
discussion  between  Mr.  Magruder  and  Mr.  Sloan  as  to  the  actual 
amount  that  had  been  approved  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  I  was  not — I  don't  recall  being  present  at  that  dis- 
cussion other  than  the — it  has  been  testified  that  I  confronted  the  two 
of  them  in  Mr.  Mitchell's  presence,  that  may  very  well  have  occurred. 
I  don't  have  a  present  recollection.  But  after  talking  with  Mr.  Magru- 
der I  then  interrogated  Mr.  Sloan,  ^[v.  Sloan  told  me  that  he  had 
been  authorized  by  ^Iv.  Magruder  to  disburse  in  the  neighborhood  of 
$200,000  which  shocked  me  even  further.  I  asked  him  if  he  was  sure 
of  the  amount.  He  said  he  had  not  calculated  the  exact  amount  but 
that  it  was  his  opinion  that  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  $200,000 
that  he  had  already  disbursed. 
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Mr.  iLvRDiAX.  The  Internal  Security  Division  never  requested  a 
single  wiretap  during  my  tenure. 

Senator  Weickeb.  You  then  make  it  a  matter  of  record  the  Division, 
during  your  tenure,  never  requested  a  wiretap  of  Division  5  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  To  my  knowledge,  sir,  all  those  requests  had  to  come 
from  persons  designated  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
they  could  only  be  made  to  one  person  and  that  is  to  the  Director  of  the 
FBI. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  have  no  further  questions,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Erwx.  Counsel. 
I       Mr.  Haotltox.  Mr.  Mardian,  I  have  just  a  few  questions,  and  I 
I    would  first  like  you  to  clarify  an  apparent  conflict  in  the  record  from 
your  testimony  yesterday  so  the  record  will  be  straight.  At  page  4794 
you  said :  "Mr.  Magruder  said  to  Mr.  Mitchell  that  he  had  authorized 
$250,000  and  this  seemed  but  a  very  small  part  of  that  sum.  That  is 
how  the  $250,000  budget  came  up."  Let  me  say  in  saying  that  to  you 
there  is,  what  I  take  it  to  be,  a  typographical  error;  the  first  three 
words  are  "Mr.  Magruder  lied  to  Mr.  Mitchell."  I  think  that  should 
I  read  "Mr.  Magruder  said  to  Mr.  Mitchell." 
L      Mr.  Mardiax.  Said,  yes. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  However,  at  page  4797,  this  is  the  testimony,  the 
question  was  "And  did  you  subsequently  confirm  that  the  budget  that 
had  been  allocated  to  ilr.  Liddy  was  actually  $250,000  and  your  answer 
was  this :  "To  this  dav  that  matter  has  never  been  confirmed  to  me." 
And  it  appears  there  is  some  conflict  here,  and  I  would  like  for  you  to 
clear  that  up. 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Read  that  again,  please. 

Mr.  HA3in>T0N.  The  last  quote,  Mr.  Mardian  ? 

Mr.  SLvRDiAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hajitltox.  The  question  was :  "And  did  you  subsequently  con- 
firm that  the  budget  that  had  been  allocated  to  Mr.  Liddv  was  actually 
^$250,000?" 

Mr.  jMardiax.  To  this  day  that  matter  has  never  been  confirmed  to 
me.  I  think  I  was  referring  to  a  question  relating  to  the  $199,000  and 
that  is  how  I  understood  it.  So  I  would — I  must  have  misunderstood  . 
the  question  or  they  took  the  ficrure  down  incorrectly. 

Mr.  HA^m^Tox.  I  would  be  happy  to  read  the  statement.  "I  was  never 
apprised  of  the  fact  there  never  had  been  any  agi-eement  on  the  amount 
of  disbursement.  I  think  ]Mr.  Sloan's  testimony  was  that  it  was 
$199,000." 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  would  have  been  referring  to. 

Mr.  HAiruLTOx.  I  think  the  question  is:  Did  you  ever  have  con- 
firmation from  either  Mr.  ^litchell  or  ^Ir.  ^Magruder  that  the  budget 
that  had  been  approved  for  ilr.  Liddy's  dirt}'  trick  operations  and 
black  advance  operations  was  $250,000  ? 

Mr.  jVLvkdiax-.  Yes.  I  think  I  testified  that  I  am  not  sure  in  what  con- 
text it  arose,  whether  it  arose  in  California,  whether  it  arose  immedi- 
ately thereafter.  Mv  best  recollection  was  that  it  arose  in  connection 
with  the  confrontation  between — that  I  had  with  ^Nlr.  Magruder  in  ilr. 
Mitchell's  presence  when  I  asked  alwut — when  I  asked  him  how  much 
money  he  had  given  Mr.  Liddy;  and  he  replied  "$-l-0,000,''  and  I  said 
in  surprise:  "$40,000,"  and  it  was  echoed  by  Mr.  Mitchell,  "$40,000." 
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]\Ir.  Dash.  All  rifrht,  now,  Mr.  Mitchell,  where  air^l  when  did  you 
first  learn  of  the  break-in  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  head- 
quartei-s  that  took  place  on  June  17, 1972  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  I  was  in  California  for  the  weekend  on  an 
—  extensive  round  of  activities  and,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 
Mr.  Dash,  it  was  on  Saturday  morning-.  I  am  not  sure  who  the  individ- 
ual was  wlio  told  me.  "We  were,  I  was,  moving  with  Governor  Reagan 
from  a  hotel  to  a  place  where  there  was  a  series  of  political  meetings,  to 
the  best  of  my  recollection,  when  I  arrived  there  I  was  advised  of  it. 
There  was  considerable  concern  about  the  matter  because  I  was  holding 
a  press  conference  out  there,  aiid  we  did  not  know  what  the  circum- 
stances were.  I  believe  that  by  that  time  that  they  had — Mr.  McCord, 
his  name  had  surfaced  or  Mrs.  ilcCord  had  called  somebody  at.  the 
committee  about  it,  and  obviously,  there  was  an  involvement  in  the 
Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President. 

Mr.  Dash.  What,  if  anji;hing,  did  you  do,  while  still  in  California  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  While  in  California?  I  did  a  number  of  things.  Fii"st 
of  all,  I  continued  to  carry  out  the  schedule  that  I  had  there  which  was 
quite  extensive  for  2  days.  I  asked  the  people,  particularly  Mr.  Mardian 
who  was  there,  to  get  as  much  information  about  it  as  he  could.  I  put 
out  a  statement  to  the  effect  that,  I  do  not  know  whether  it  went  out 
there  or  after  we  came  back,  to  the  effect  that  we  did  not  understand 
this,  that  Mr.  McCord  was  one  of  our  employees,  he  also  had  a  separate 
consulting  firm,  that  it  was  basicallv  an  attempt  to  carry  on  the  exten- 
sive schedule  that  I  had  which,  of  course,  is  in  the  book  that  you  are 
well  aware  about  and,  at  the  same  time,  trying  to  get  information  as 
to  what  had  happened  back  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  that  time,  out  in  California,  did  it  ever  cross  j-our 
mind  when  you  read  about  this  that  perhaps  the  Liddy  plan  had  been 
put  inopei'ation? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  that  had  crossed  my  mind,  but  the  players 
were  different  and,  of  course,  there  was  a  lot  of  discussion  about  CIA 
and  because  of  the  Cuban  Americans  who  were  involved  in  it.  It 
wasn't  until  actually  later  on  that  it  struck  home  to  me  that  this  could 
have  been  the  same  operation  that  had  a  genesis  back  in  the  earlier 
conversation. 

Mv.  Dash.  Well  then,  after  you  returned  from  California,  and  I 
understand  that  was  on  June  19, 1972. 

Mr.  INIiTCHELL.  Yes,  sir,  it  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  When  and  how  were  j'ou  briefed  as  to  what  actiially 
happened  in  this  matter? 

ilr.  Mitchell.  Well,  how  was  I  briefed  as  to  what  actualh*  hap- 
pened ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  MiTCTiELL.  Well,  that  is  such  a  broad  statement  that  I  could 
tell  you  for  the  next  6  months  I  was  being  briefed  on  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  mean,  let's  take  the 

ilr.  Mitchell.  Excuse  me,  Mr.  Dash,  yo)i  are  asking  the  questions. 

Mr.  Dash.  That  is  all  right.  I  think  you  were  about  ready  to  give 
mo  a  shorter  answer  than  a  longer  answer. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  I  was  giving  you  a  shorter  answer  to  the  fact 
that  the  first  so-called  briefing  on  what  had  happened,  and  you  used 
the  word  "actually"  which  I  will  have  to  omit  from  that  for  the  time 
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being  because  I  liave  never  quite  got  to  the  bottom  of  it,  was  after  Mr. 
ilardian  and  IVIr.  LaRue  had  met  with  j\Ir.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Liddy 
provided  them  with  quite  an  extensive  stoi-y  on  Mr.  Liddy's  activities. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Will  you  tell  us  briefly  what  that  extensive  stoi-y 
included  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  it  included  the  fact  that  lie  was  involved  with 
other  individuals  in  the  Watergate  activity,  that  lie  had  also  made 
surveillance  of  IMcGovern  headquartere,  I  believe  it  was,  and  that  he 
had  previously,  as  part  of  what  has  since  become  known  as  the 
Plumbers  group,  acted  extensively  in  certain  areas  while  he  was  at 
the  White  House  in  connection  with  the  Ellsberg  matter,  in  the  Dita 
Beard  matter  and  a  few  of  the  other  little  gems. 

Mr.  Dash.  Wien  3'ou  say  the  Ellsberg  matter  what  specifically  are 
you  referring  to? 

Mr.  ^Mitchell.  Well,  I  am  referring  to,  well,  it  certainly  wasn't  the 
prosecution. 

Mr.  Dash.  No. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Obviously  it  had  to  do  with  the  surreptitious  entry 
of  the  doctor's  office  in  California. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  when  you  refer  to  the  Dita  Beard  matter  what  spe- 
cifically did  you  learn  through  Mr.  LaRue  and  ^Ir.  ^Mardian? 
I      Mr.  ^Mitchell.  Well,  if  my  recollection  is  correct  he  was  assisting 
I  in  spiriting  her  out  of  wherever  they  spirited  her  out  of,  either  New 
I  York  or  Washington. 

Mr.  Dash.  Was  there  a  meeting  in  your  apartment  on  the  evening 
that  vou  arrived  in  Washington  on  June  19,  attended  by  Mr.  LaRue, 
i\Ir.  Mardian,  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  Magruder 

ifr.  Mitchell.  Magruder  and  myself,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  the  purpose  of  that  meeting,  the  discus-' 
sion  that  took  place  there  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  recall  that  we  had  been  traveling  all  day  and,  of 
course,  we  had  very  little  information  about  what  the  current  status 
was  of  the  entr>'  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  and  we  met 
at  the  apartment  to  discuss  it.  They  were,  of  course,  clamoring  for  a 
response  fi-om  the  committee  because  of  Mr.  ]McCord's  involvement, 
et  cetera,  and  we  had  quite  a  general  discussion  of  the  subject  matter. 

INIr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  any  discussion  of  the  so-called  either  Gem- 
stone  files  or  wiretapping  files  that  you  had  in  your  possession? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No;  I  had  not  heard  of  the  Gemstone  files  as  of  that 
meeting  and,  as  of  that  date.  I  had  not  heard  that  anybody  there  at 
that  particular  meeting  knew  of  the  wiretapping  aspects  of  that  or 
had  any  connection  with  it. 

^Ir.  Dash.  Did  either  you  or  anybody  in  your  presence  at  that  meet- 
ing discuss  Mr.  Liddy  having  a  good  fire  at  his  house? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  Not  in  my  recollection  was  there  any  discussion  of 
destruction  of  documents  at  that  meeting. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  are  aware  of  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Magruder  that 
he  did  get  the  idea  to  destroy  the  documents  and  he  did  in  fact  burn 
the  Gemstone  documents? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  T  am  aware  of  his  testimony  and  T  think  his  testi- 
mony was  one  of  these  general  thinfrs  "It  was  decided  that"  or  some- 
thing to  that  eflFect  but,  to  my  recollection,  there  was  no  such  discus- 
sion of  it. 
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I  know  the  individual,  I  know  his  reactions  to  things,  and  I  have  a 
vei7  strong  feeling  that  during  the  periotl  of  time  in  which  I  was  in 
association  with  him  and  did  talk  to  him  on  the  telephone,  that  I  just 
do  not  believe  that  he  had  that  information  or  had  that  knowledge; 
otherwise,  I  think  the  type  of  conversations  we  had  would  have 
brought  it  out. 

Mr.  Dash.  Generally,  is  it  fair  to  say  that  much  of  your  opinion  that 
you  express  is  based  on  your  faith  in  the  President  and  your  knowl- 
edge of  the  man,  rather  than  any  specific  statement  the  President  made 
to  you  or  that  you  made  to  the  President? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  Well,  I  subscribe  to  the  first  two.  I  do  have  faith  in 
the  President  and  I  do  think  I  have  knowledge  of  the  man  and  I  do 
think  there  were  enough  discussions  in  the  area,  in  the  general  area,  to 
the  point  where  I  think  the  general  subject  matter  would  have  come 
out  if  the  President  had  had  knowledge. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  now,  Mr.  ilitchell,  you  did  become  aware,  as  you 
have  indicated,  somewhere  around  June  21  or  22,  when  vou  were 
briefed  or  debriefed  by  Mr.  LaRue  and  Mr.  Mardian  about  the  so- 
called— as  you  described  it,  the  White  House  horrors  of  the  Liddy 
operation  and  the  break-in.  Did  you,  yourself,  as  the  President's  ad- 
viser and  counselor,  tell  the  President  what  j-ou  knew  or  what  you 
learned? 

Mr.  MrrcHEXL.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  "WTiy  didn't  you  ? 

Jlr.  Mitchell.  Because  I  did  not  believe  that  it  was  appropriate  for 
him  to  have  that  type  of  knowledge,  because  I  knew  the  actions  that 
he  would  take  and  it  would  be  most  detrimental  to  his  political 
campaign. 

Mr.  Dash.  Coiild  it  have  been  actually  helpful  or  healthy,  do  you 
thiink  ? 

Jlr.  Mitchell.  That  was  not  my  opinion  at  the  particular  time.  He 
was  not  involved;  it  wasn't  a  question  of  deceiving  the  public  as  far 
as  Richard  Nixon  was  concerned,  and  it  was  the  other  people  that  were 
involved  in  connection  with  these  activities,  both  in  the  1\liite  House 
horrors  and  the  Watergate.  I  believed  at  that  particular  time,  and 
maybe  in  retrospect,  I  was  wrong,  but  it  occurred  to  me  that  the  best 
thing  to  do  was  just  to  keep  the  lid  on  through  the  election. 

Mr.  Dash.  Then  it  is  your  testimony  that  you  in  fact  did  not  say 
anything  to  the  President  at  that  time 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

ilr.  Dash.  So  whether  the  President  had  any  knowledge  of  it,  it 
certainly  couldn't  have  come  from,  his  lack  of  knowledge  or  knowledge, 
from  any  statement  that  you  made  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  were  you  aware  of  the  fact  that  actually  prior  to 
]Magruder's  testimony,  ilr.  Dean  rehearsed  Mr.  ilagruder  for  his  testi- 
mony before  the  grand  jury  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  do  not  recall  that,  ifr.  Dash,  if  you  are  talking 
about  the  testimony  that  took  place  on  the — — 

Mr.  Dash.  In  August. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  In  August,  the  second  appearance. 

Mr.  Dash.  The  second  appearance. 
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and  as  to  wliat  the  circumstances  might  be  vis-a-vis  the  incumbent  who 
was  seeking  reelection. 

Mr.  Thoiipson.  Mr.  Mitchell,  let  me  ask  you  about  another  point. 
Here  is  an  excerpt  from  the  civil  deposition  which  you  gave  in  the 
Democratic  Party  suit  against  the  Conunittee  To  Re-Elect  the  Presi- 
dent and  I  think  I  am  quoting  you  verbatim  in  your  testimony,  when 
you  were  asked  this  question :  "Was  there  ever  any  discussion  at  which 
you  were  present  or  about  which  you  heard  when  you  were  campaign 
director  concerning  having  any  form  of  surveillance  of  the  Democratic 
National  Committee  headquarters?" 

Your  answer  was :  "No,  sir,  I  can't  imagine  a  less  productive  activity 
than  that." 

Is  that  a  correct 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  think  the  total  context,  as  I  remember  it,  Mr. 
Thompson,  had  to  do  with  the  discussion  of  Mr.  McCord  and  the 
security  group.  The  answer  was  given  in  that  context. 

Mr.  Thompson.  But  this  particular  question,  "Was  there  ever  any 
discussion  at  which  you  were  present" — and  of  course,  I  assume  just 
from  reading  this  question  that  that  would  involve  any  discussion  with 
anyone.  Are  you  saying  that  it  is  not  your  imderstanding  of  it? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  My  recollection  of  the  testimony  that  I  gave  had  to 
do  with  the  so-called  security  group  in  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the 
President  which  discussed  Mr.  McCord  and  the  security  group.  And 
the  answer  was  in  response  to  that,  to  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Of  course,  as  it  reads,  as  I  have  read  it,  of  course, 
it  is  not  an  accurate  response  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  I  say  as  you  read  it,  but  I  think  if  you  will  look 
at  the  total  context  of  the  questioning,  it  referred  to  the  security  group 
that  involved  jNIr.  McCord  which  was  the  subject  of  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Were  you  not  asked  any  other  broader  questions 
about  any  knowledge  you  might  have  had  of  any  surveillance 
activities? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  was  asked  broader  questions  with  respect  to  did 
I  ever  receive  documents  that  I  could  identify  as  coming  from  elec- 
tronic surveillance  and  broad  questions  like  that. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Do  you  recall  any  broader  questions  concerning 
conversations  that  you  had  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Is  it  just  a  case  of  not  having  asked  you  the  right 
question  ? 

Mr.  MrrciiELL.  I  think  that  that  is  the  case. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Let  me  refer  to  June  19  or  20.  I  am  not  quite 
sure  when  it  was,  Mr.  Mitchell.  As  I  understand  it.  ilardian  and  La- 
Rue  debriefed  Liddy  and  found  out  what  he  knew  about  the  break- 
in,  his  involvement,  and  tlie  involvement  of  others.  And  at  that  time, 
he  related  to  them  some  of  the  White  House  horror  stories,  I  believe 
you  characterized  them  as,  the  plumbers  activities  and  so  forth.  I  will 
go  back  to  that  in  a  minute,  but  as  I  understand  your  testimony  this 
morning,  the  knowledge  you  got  from  that  debriefing  was  really  the 
reason  why  you,  in  effect,  stood  by  wliile  Mr.  Magruder  was  pre- 
paring a  story  which,  according  to  what  you  knew  from  Liddy,  was 
going  to  be  a  false  story,  to  present  to  the  grand  jury. 
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Mr.  Mitchell.  Along,  Mr.  Thompson,  with  some  of  the  other  stor- 
ies that  Mr.  Dean  brought  forward  to  liim,  the  Diem  papers  and  the 
suspected  extracurricular  wiretapping,  and  a  few  of  the  others. 

Mr.  Thompson-.  OK.  That  caused  you  to  take  that  position  with 
regard  to  Magruder.  And  also,  I  assume  tliat  those  factors  were  the 
reasons  why  you,  in  effect,  acquiesced,  anyway,  in  the  payments  to 
the  families  of  support  money  and  lawyers'  fees  and  that  sort  of 
thing,  which  I  am  sure  you  realize  could  have  been  prett}'  embarrass- 
ing, to  say  the  least,  if  not  illegal,  at  that  time.  AVould  that  be  cor- 
rect as  far  as  your  motivations  are  concerned? 

Mr.  MrrcHELL.  That  is  a  correct  summary  of  my  motivation  and  ra- 
tionale for  the  actions  that  I  did  take. 

Mr.  Tnoivrpsox.  Do  you  recall  the  date  on  which  Mr.  Mardian  and 
Mr.  LaRue  related  this  conversation  of  Liddy's  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MrrcirELL.  Well,  he  certainly  didn't  debrief  them  on  the  19th, 
I  am  siire  of  that,  because  they  were  in  transit.  AMiether  it  was  the  20th 
or  21st,  I  am  not  certain. 

Mr.  Thohpson.  Did  they  talk  to  you  the  same  day  they  talked  to 
him? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  My  recollection  is  they  talked  to  me  the  next  day,  but 
I  am  not  certain  about  that,  either.  But  in  any  event,  it  was  in  the 
time  frame  of  the  21st  or  22d,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Thompson'.  Can  you  recall  in  a  little  more  detail  what  they  said 
that  Liddy  had  related  to  them?  You  have  already  mentioned  the  fact 
that  Liddy  said  that  Magruder  had  pushed  him  in  the  break-in  at  the 
Ellsberg  psychiatrist's  office,  I  believe,  and  the  Dita  Beard  situation. 

"\yiiat  did  Liddy  supposedly  say  with  regard  to  the  Dita  Beard  sit- 
uation? What  did  he  supposedly  know  about  White  House  involve- 
ment? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  and,  of  course.  I  have 
heard  these  horror  stories  in  different  versions  from  different  people 
over  the  period  of  the  years,  the  fact  that  he  was  either  the  one  or 
assisted  in  spiriting  her  out  of  town,  I  believe  was  the  discussion  at 
that  particular  time. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  Did  he  indicate,  according  to  them,  that  the  budget 
for  the  electronic  surveillance  operation  which  led  to  the  break-in  of 
the  DXC  had  been  approved  by  the  TVliite  House? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  You  are  testing  my  memory  pretty  hard.  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that  he  did  say  that,  but  this  is  a — not  that  he  said  it, 
but  that  Mardian  or  LaRue  reported  to  me  that  he  had  said  it.  But  you 
are  testing  my  memory  pretty  hard  on  a  substance  of  whicli  I  have 
heard  dozens  and  dozens  of  repetitions  of  it. 

Mr.  Thojvipson-.  Did  you  ever  verify  any  of  these  facts  with  the 
President  ? 

Mr.  ^Mitchell.  No,  sir,  I  never  discussed  them  with  the  President. 

Mr.  Thompso^st.  Did  you  ever  verify  any  of  them  wtih  Mr.  Halde- 
man? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  never  discussed  those  specific  factors  with  Mr. 
Haldeman  until  a  later  date.  It  was  at  that  time  tliat  Mr.  Dean  was 
acting  as  a  liaison  between  tlie  White  Hous*-  and  the  committee  with 
respect  to  these  matters. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Did  you  ever  talk  directly  with  Ehrlichman  about 
these  matters? 
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it  was  then  that  ilardian  hit  him  on  the  back  to  buck  him  up  and  I 
don't  want  to  take  credit  for  this  statement  that  was  reported  by  me  to 
be  made  that  when  the  goinw  gets  tougrh  the  touj^h  pet  goinj?.  It  was 
Senator  Muskie  who  had  said  it  just  a  couple  of  days  before  it 
happened. 

Senator  Taljiadge.  You  did  not  make  any  such  statement,  is  that 
correct  ? 

iNIr.  iliTCHELL.  I  made  the  statement  and  I  made  it  in  the  con- 
text  

Senator  Taljiadge.  You  did  not  quote  Senator  Muskie  as  being  the 
author  thereof  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  did  indeed  in  connection  with  respect  tu  the  nature 
of  the  tough  campaigii  he  had  and  tlie  one  that  we  were  having. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Were  you  saying  that  for  Mr.  Sloan's  benefit 
at  that  particular  time  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  was  saying  it  for  the  total  people  there  who  were 
in  a  hell  of  a  knock-down-drag-out  donnybrook  over  what  they  could 
not  agree  on. 

Now,  the  sequence  is  shown  by  my  log  that  after  that  meeting 
Mr.  Sloan  apparently  went  back  to  Mr.  Stans,  who  had  received  the 
information  about  the  Liddy  payments  the  day  before,  I  believe,  on 
June  23,  ilr.  Stans  called  me,  and  Mr.  Stans  came  up  and  saw  me 
alone.  There  was  not  any  Jeb  Magruder  and  there  was  not  any 
Mardian  in  the  meeting  that  according  to  Magruder  I  asked  Mardian 
to  step  out  so  that  I  could  discuss  the  matter.  That  would  be  the  last 
thing  in  the  wodd  I  would  do  'because  Mardian  was  investigating  the 
circumstances  at  the  time. 

Senator  Talm<vdge.  Was  that  the  first — excuse  me. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  1  am  going  into  this  because  Mr.  Stans'  credibility 
with  respect  to  his  knowledge  of  the  Watergate  was  quite  severely 
impugned  apparently  more  severely  in  the  executive  committee  meet- 
ing by  Magruder  than  it  was  later  in  public  testimony. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Was  tliat  the  first  time  you  had  knowledge  of 
the  Watergate  break-in,  bugging  that  day,  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  On  the  24th  ? 

Senator  Talmadge.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  my 

Senator  Talmadge.  That  was  the  first  time  you  were  debriefed  on 
it,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  I  had  been  debriefed,  Senator,  as  I  mentioned 
a  littleearlier,  either  on  the  21st  or  22d. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Did  you  get  full  details  of  it  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  It  was  coming  from  Liddy  who  was,  as  I  went 
through  with  Mr.  Thompson,  was  involving  Magruder  and  said  that 
he  got  his  approval  in  the  White  House  and  a  lot  of  things  that- — - 

Senator  Talmadge.  Did  he  say  who  authorized  the  approval  in 
the  "Wliite  House? 

Mr.  MrrciiELL.  No.  he  did  not.  No,  he  did  not. 

Senator  Talmadge.  The  White  House  was  definitely  interested  in  the 
campaign,  of  course,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mitcipell.  The  campaign  what.  Senator? 

Senator  Taljmadge.  The  campaign  for  reelection. 
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3.     During  the  week  after  the  break- in  at  the  DNC,  Jeb  Magruder  told 
Hugh  Sloan  that  Sloan  might  have  to  perjure  himself  regarding  his  pay- 
ments to  Gordon  Liddy  prior  to  the  break-in.  Magruder  told  Sloan  that 
Sloan  would  have  to  say  that  he  had  given  only  approximately  $75,000  to 
$80,000  to  Gordon  Liddy.  Sloan  had  in  fact  given  Liddy  approximately 
$199,000. 
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information.  We  did  not,  of  course,  know  what  type  of  investigation 
would  then  be  hehl.  And  we  talked  about  types  of  alternative  solrtions. 

One  solution  was  recommended  in  which  I  waste,  of  course,  destroy 
the  Gemstone  file.  So  I  called  my  office  and 

Mr.  Dash.  That  solution  came  up  as  a  result  of  that  meeting? 

Mt.  Magruder.  Well,  I  think  yes,  it.  was  generally  concluded  that 
that  file  should  be  immediately  destroyed. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  asto  Mr.  Dean's  participation,  by  the  way,  in  these 
meetings,  was  Mr.  Dean  operating  on  his  own,  or  what  was  your 
understanding  of  ilr.  Dean's  role  at  these  meetings? 

Mr.  Magruder.  ilr.  Dean  was  the  person  who  had  worked  with  us 
on  many  of  these  legal  matters.  He  had  brought  ilr.  Liddy  to  the 
meeting.  He  was  a  close  associate  of  ours  through  Mr.  Mitchell,  and, 
of  course,  all  of  us  knew  ilr.  Dean  very  well.  And  he  was  one  person 
from  the  White  House  who  worked  with  us  very  closely.  It  was  very 
natural  for  Mr.  Dean  in  this  situation  to  be  part  of  our  meetings  at 
this  point  in  time  because  of  his  association  and  of  his  background. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  would  he,  from  your  understanding,  be  represent- 
ing any  "White  House  interest  at  these  meetings? 

Mr.  JIagruder.  I  think  you  would  really  have  to  ask  Mr,  Dean  that 
question. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  instruct  Mr.  Reisner  to  destroy  any  other 
files? 

Mr.  Magrtjder.  As  I  recall,  1  asked  Mr.  Reisner  to  cull  through 
my  files,  pull  out  any  sensitive  material  that  could  be  embarrassing 
to  us.  There  was  the  suit  that  was  placed  against  us  by  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee  that  asked  for  immediate  disclosure.  As 
I  recall,  we  all  indicated  that  we  should  remove  any  documents  that 
could  be  damaging,  whether  they  related  at  all  to  the  Watergate 
or  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mt.  Sloan  has  testified  before  the  committee,  Mr. 
^lagruder,  that  shortly  after  your  return  and  after  the  break-in,  that 
you  asked  him  to  perjure  himself  concerning  the  amount  of  money 
that  Mr.  Sloan  had  given  Mr.  Liddy.  Could  you  state  your  own 
recollection  of  that  discussion  with  Mr.  Sloan? 

Mr.  Magrtider.  Well,  the  first  discussion — we  had  two  meetings  on 
]Monday.  The  first  meeting  was  when  I  detei-mined  from  him  that  the 
money  was  our  money,  and  we  discussed  that  in  his  office.  And  he 
came  up  to  my  office,  and  in  attempting  to  allay  his  concerns  or  to 
help  him  in  some  sense,  give  some  advice,  I  think,  we  talked  about 
what  would  he  do  about  the  money. 

My  understanding  of  the  new  election  law  indicated  that  he  would 
be  personally  liable  for  cash  funds  that  were  not  reported.  These 
were  not  reported  funds.  So  I  indicated  at  that  meetine:  that  I  thought 
he  had  a  problem  and  might  have  to  do  something  about  it. 

He  said,  you  mean  commit  i)erjurv?  I  said,  you  might  have  to  do 
something  like  that  to  solve  your  jjroblem  and  v(>rv  honestly,  was  doing 
that  in  good  faith  to  Mr.  Sloan  to  assist  him  at  that  time. 

Now,  later  we  met  three  times,  twice  that  week  and  once  after  he 
returned  from  his  vacation.  That  was  on  the  subject  of  how  much 
money  had  been  allocated  to  Mr.  Liddy.  Now.  I,  in  thinking  of  about 
7  montiis  from  the  time  wc  authorized  tlu>  funds  to  the  time  of  the 
November  election,  I  thought   that  Mr.  Liddy  should  have  nveived 


(108) 


L 


3.1     JEB  MAGRUDER  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  14,    1973,    2  SSC  800-01 

801 

somewhere  between  $100,000  and  i>l-2r).000.  appi-oximately.  Tliut  was 
my  fruesstimate. 

Mf.  Porter-  indicated  that  he  liad  distributed  al)ont  $20,000  or  830,000 
to  Mi-.  Liddy.  so  I  assumed  that  Mr.  Sloan  probably  distributed  some- 
where under  $100.(W0. 

Now,  I  will  fully  admit  that  I  had  hoped  that  the  figure  was  as  low 
as  possible  and  we  all  hoped  that  it  was  low.  Mr.  Sloan  would  not  tell 
nie  what  the  figure  was.  He  refused  to  tell  me  the  figure.  He  said,  I 
cannot  tell  you  the  figure. 

I  said,  just  tell  me  what  it  is  so  we  can  work  on  the  solution  of  this 
problem.  If  we  do  not  know  how  much  you  gave  Mr.  Liddy,  how  can 
we  determine  what  the  money  went  for? 

On  the  third  meeting,  he  and  I  went  out  and  had  a  couple  of  drinks 
and  he  still  would  not  discuss  the  facts  of  this  situation  with  me.  I  did 
not  at  that  time  or  in  any  of  those  meetings  ask  him  to  do  anything 
relating  to  money  other  than  tell  me  what  the  figure  was  and  "that  I 
hoped  it  was  a  low  figure.  And  I  certainly  did  hope  it  was  a  low  figure. 
But  I  had  no  problem  accepting  a  higher  figure,  because  I  thought  we 
could  work  something  out  relating  to  any  figure  within  reasonable 
limits. 

I  think  the  real  problem  was  that  he  knew  it  was  $199,000  and  I  was 
aghast  at  that  figure,  because  there  was  no  way  Mr.  Liddy  should  have 
received  that  much  money  in  that  short  period  of  time.  It  was  only 
214  months  since  its  approval. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  Mr.  Magruder,  you  said  you  needed  some  of  this 
information  to  work  out  a  solution.  Is  it  not  true  that  sometime  after 
the  time  you  returned  to  Washington  from  California  and  during  the 
months  of,  say,  .Time,  July,  or  August,  that  there  came  a  time  when 
you  agreed  to  make  up  a  story  about  how  the  break-in  and  the  bugging 
took  place  and  who  was  involved  ? 

Mr.  Magrlt>er.  Yes.  I  want  to  state  here,  though,  that  thei-e  was 
never  any  feeling  on  my  part,  no  one  asked  me  to  do  anything.  I  per- 
sonally felt  that  it  was  important  to  be  sure  tliat  this  story  did  not 
come  out  in  its  true  form  at  that  time,  as  I  think  did  the  other  partici- 
pants. So  I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  no  one  coerced  me  to  do  anything. 
I  \olunteered  to  work  on  the  coverup  story. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  on  your  volunteering  to  work  on  it,  who  participated 
with  you  without  coercing  you  in  the  working  up  of  the  fabricated 
stor}'  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Well,  there  were,  from  the  time  of  the  break-in  to  my 
second  grand  jury  appearance  and  then  actually  into  my  tliird  gran^ 
jury  appearance  in  September,  a  series  of  meetings.  These  meetings  do 
not  appear  on  my  calendar  because  they  were  ad  hoc  meetings.'thev 
were  not  planned  meetings.  They  were  mainly  held  in  Mr.  ilitchell's 
office.  The  main  participants  typically  were  ilr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  LaRue, 
Mr.  Mai-diau,  and  Mr.  Dean,  although  many  other  people  met  in  these 
meetings.  Much  of  the  meetings  would  be  on  subjects  that  were 
perfectly.  I  think,  acceptable  to  discuss. 

You  know,  it  is  \eiy  hard  for  me  to  pinpoint  exactly  when  and  how 
we  came  up  with  the  coverup  story,  but  it  became  apparent,  when  we 
found  out  the  sums  were  in  the  $2()0,(W0  range,  that  we  had  to  come  up 
witli  a  very  good  story  to  justify  why  Mr.  Liddy  would  have  spent  that 
amount  of  money  on  legal  activities. 


(109) 


r 


3.2     HUGH  SLOAN  TESTIMONY.   JUNE   g.  297S.    2  SSC  543 


543 

McCord  was  involved.  It  would  have  been  at  some  point  after  that 
meetinfic  with  Mr.  Liddy. 

Mr.  r).\sH.  On  or  about  June  21  or  22  did  you  have  a  conversation 
with  Mr.  Magruder? 
Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  briefly  tell  the  conoimittee  what  that  con- 
versation was  about?  . 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  forget  all  of  the  cu-cumstances  surrounding  it.  I  am 
not  positive  on  the  dates  but  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  this  would 
be  the  general  time  frame,  the  time  period.  I  forget,  I  believe  he 
called  me  to  his  office.  He  indicated  to  me  that  we  are  going  to  have 
to — or  suggested  to  me  a  figure  of  what  I  had  given  to  Mr.  Liddy  in 
the  range  of  somewhere  $75,000  to  S80,000.  I  do  not  believe  at  that 
point  in  time  I  had  prepared  a  summary  of  the  figures  so  I  did  not  know 
the  precise  amount  of  money  that  I  had  given  to  Mr.  Liddy  at  that 
point.  However,  I  did  know  that  the  sum  was  considerably  larger  than 
that  because  Mr.  Magruder  himself  had  authorized  a  pajTnent  for 
$83,000  in  one  single  installment. 

I  must  have  indicated  to  him,  well,  that  just  is  not  the  right  figure. 
I  did  not  have  the  right  figure,  but  that  is  too  low.  He  mdicated  to  me 
at  that  time  that  I  said  to  him,  he  must  have  been  insistent  because  I 
remember  making  to  him  on  that  occasion  a  statement  I  have  no 
intention  of  perjuring  myself. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  did  he  say  to  you  when  you  said  that? 
Mr.  Sloan.  He  said  you  may  have  to. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  shortly  after,  either  on  that  day  or  any  day 
following,  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Fred  LaRue? 
Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  was  Fred  LaRue  at  that  time? 
Mr.  Sloan.  He  was  a  special  assistant  to  ]Mr,  Mitchell,  who  was  the 
campaign  director  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  just  briefly  give  us  the  content  of  that 
conversation?  , 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  believe  by  that  point  in  that  time  there  was  a  general 
awareness  within  the  campaign  that  an  internal  investigation  was 
going  on  and  that  Mr.  LaRue  was  conducting  it  in  behalf  of  Mr. 
Mitchell. 

At  that  meeting  we  discussed,  I  believe,  in  general  terms,  and  again 
my  recollection,  if  the  timing  is  right,  I  would  not  have  the  right  figure, 
we  were  just  generally  discussing  figures  cash  problems  and  he 
specifically  mentioned,  he  asked  me  whether  I  received  a  $50,000 
contribution  from  Mr.  Porter  and  I  said  I  had,  and  he  said,  and  this 
would  be  after  April  7,  he  said  what  have  you  done  u-ith  it?  I  said  I  have 
done  nothmg  because  I  do  not  know  who  it  is  from.  I  am  waitmg  for 
Mr.  Porter  to  give  me  the  information.  He  called  in  Mr.  Porter  and 
this  was  in  the  context  of  there  is  going  to  be  an  external  investigation, 
are  there  any  remaining  problems,  things  that  could  be  embarrassing?  I 
was  recounting  to  hini  there  were  certain  funds  we  did  not  have  m- 
formation  on,  we  had  done  nothing.  He  called  Mr.  Porter  m  and  asked 
him  about  it  and  Mr.  Porter  said  he  did  not  know,  it  came  through  an 
attorney  in  Washington,  they  did  not  want  to  be  known,  it  was  an 
anonymous  contribution. 
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Senator  Hart.   I  have  no,ne  Questions  about  Mr.  Sloan  and 

Mr.  tlaaruder. 


o 


At  what  tine  and  from  ^^hat  source  did  you  first  learn 
of  Maqrnder's  discussion  with  Sloan  suqqesting  a  lower  figure 
|i  to  Sloan  as  the  total  amount  qiven  to  Liddy  bv  Sloan?   Again, 
j!  I  am  making  reference  to  materials  that  are  in  the  record. 


5  '^ 
6 

"^  ||       °^^  ^^"^"  suggest  explicitly  or  implicitly  that  Magruder 

'^  j,  asked  Sloan  to  conmit  perjury? 

9  j 


12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

2;', 

24 
2f) 


Mr.  Silbert.   Senator,  first  with  respect  to  the  time. 

10  |:  My  recollection  o-  the  time  would  be  in  the  last  ten  days 

11  I  of  July.   We  had  trouble  reaching  Sloan.   Sloan  was  concerned 
about  his  possible  exposure  under  the  new  campaign  election 
law  and  it  took  some  time  after  he  had  succeeded  in  retaining 
counsel  to  persuade  him  to  cooperate  with  us.   And  after  we 
were  able  to  do  that,  and  that  was  a  lot  more  diffjcul*-  than 
just  the  saying  of  the  hearing  indicates,  and  I  don-t  mean 
that  Sloan  was  not  a  cooperative  witness,  I  want  to  make 
that  clear,  it  was  just  he  was  concerned  about  his  potential 
criminal  and  also  to  a  certain  extent  civil  exposure,  and 
he  wanted  to  be  sure  about  that  as,  of  course,  did  his  lawyer. 
But  in  the  latter,  toward  the  end  of  July,  Sloan  as  I  have 
set  forth  in  my  response,  among  the  number  of  thinas  he 
told  us,  and  advised  us,  indicated  that  after  the  break-in 
and  after  the  arrest,  at  one  time,  a  couple  of  times  Magruder 
came  to  him  and  asked  him  what  was  the  amount  of  money  that  vou 
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I  ;'  qave  to  Lidd"  and  I  bnlieve  the  first  fiqure  was  545,000. 
V.    W  And  Sloan  I  don't  think  responded  to  hin  or  answered  his 

question.   He  came  back  and  then  asked  him  was  it  $70,000. 

4  i|  And  anain  Sloan  did  not  ansv/er.   What  he  told  us  was  that  the 

5  ii  tvra  of  them  went  out  and  had  dinner  or  drinks  one  night, 

6  |i  after  work,  and  Magruder  was  again  pressing  him  on  the  amount 

7  Ij  of  monev  and  Sloan  said  I  am  going  to  have  to  think  about  it 

l| 

8  ii  overnight. 

li 

9  Ij  And    then  he   came  back   and  what   he   told   us  was   his 

10  i|  response   to   Flanruder  V7as,    if   I    an  asked  whether    it  was 

I! 

II  II  $45,000;  I  will  say  ves,  if  I  am  asked  whether  it  was  $70,000, 
ji 

12  ;i  I  will  say  yes;  if  I  am  asked  what  the  precise  figures  is. 


15 
14 
15 
16  II 


I  will  answer  that  question  and  I  will  not  consider  perjuring 
myself. 

That  is  my  recollection  in  as  much  detail  as  I  can  give 
ycra  and  I  ■z.r.i.r.K   xr.   is  a  rairiy  accurai:e  description  of  what 


X7  i  Sloan  told  us  basically  both  before  and  in  the  grand  jury. 


18 
19 
20 
21 
22 


Now,  I  think  that  that  is  your  question,  what  did  Sloan 
tell  us? 

Senator  Hart.   Where  does  that  leave  Magruder  as  a 
reliable  witness? 

Mr.  Silbert.   Well  — 

23  11      Senator  Hart.   Does  that  give  you  a  problem? 

24  ',      Mr.  Silbert.  '*It  sure  does.   And  it  was  on  the  basis 

25  1  of  that  that  is  unusual  testimony,  I  think  you  will  agree. 
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1  and  Sloan's  response  was  at  least  somev/hat  unusual,  but  it 

2  was  on  the  basis  of   that.  Senator  Hart,  and  on  the  basis 
of  the  fact  that  if  the  conspiracy  went  higher  than  Liddy, 

4  I  Magruder  was  the  next  logical  figure  on  the  rung.   Though 

5  we  didn't  have  any  substantive  evidence  to  show  he  was 

6  involved  in  the  conspiracy,  I  mean  anything  you  could  intro- 

7  duce  in  a  case  in  chief,  that  I  advised  him  of  his  constitution 

8  al  rights  when  he  came  before  the  grand  jury,  which  is  advice 

9  I  that  vou  give  a  person  who  is  a  subject  of  investigation. 
I 

10  I       And  with  respect  to  that  particular  subject  matter, 

11  that  is,  his  post-Watergate  conversations  with  Sloan,  Magruder 

12  said,  an  his  version,  as  I  recall,  was  similar  to  what  he 

13  said  before  the  Senate  Select  Committee,  look,  Sloan  and  I, 

14  and  this  we  also  knew  from  Sloan,  we  did  not  get  along,  we 

15  were  rivals.   I  wanted  to  find  out  from  him  the  amount  of   , 

16  money  bec^ause -I  couldn't  remember-   I  kept  askina  him  and  he 

17  wouldn't  tell  me. 

18  I  kept  going  back  to  him  and  suggesting  one  fiaure, 

19  45,  one,  70,  and  I  just  didn't  recall.   Finally,  he  told 

20  me,  and  he  told  me  it  was  $199,000.   I  was  flabbergasted 

21  at  that  amount  of  money,  it  was  more  than  I  thought  it  should 

22  have  been,  because  I  had  authorized  $250,000  over  a  period  of 

23  ten  months  and  we  were  only  halfway  through  the  ten-month 

24  period,  but  h"^  says  it  was,  I  accepted  it,  and  that  was  the 

25  testimony  before  the  Grand  Jury.   But  I  was  not  trying  to  get 
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1  "l      him   to    commit   periury,    as    I    am    sure   vou   now   know.    Senator 

2  i     Hart,    thouah    fir.    naqrndcr    has    acknowlortaofl    to   us    in   his 


48 


secret,  in  his  neaotiations  he  has  had  with  us,  and  also 


4  i     before  the  Senate  Select  Committee,  though  he  did  testify 

5  !;  falsely  both  ))efore  the  Hrand  Jury  and  at  the  trial  to  a 

6  1  number  of  m.atters,  that  he  did  not  testify  falsely  on  this 
n,atter  and  that  he  did  not  try  to  get  Sloan  to  commit  perjury, 
and  that  was  his  version. 


9  i  It  was  two  people  coming  at  the  same  event  from  a  differen^t 

10  '^  perspective,  neither  one  liking  one  another,  based  primarilv 

11  P  I  assume  on  the  fact  they  were  rivals  within  their  campaign 

12  '  organi"atiori. 
senator  Kart.   You  used  Magruder  at  the  trial  and  rather 

extensively.   Did  you  have  any  unease  in  your  mind  about  that? 

Mr.  Silbert.   Well,  in  my  oriainal  prosecutive  memorandun 


13 
14 
15 


16 


17 
18 
19 
20 
21 


to  Mr.  Petersen,  before  the  return  or  tne  mdicrmenx:,  oecause 


of  that  problem  to  v;hich  I  have  just  alluded,  but  I  was  more 
concerned  with  the  vagueness  of  his  testimony,  the  lack  of 
any  explanation  of  the  $2  50,000.   I  indicated  a  reluctance 
to  call  Magruder  as  a  witness.   My  reservations  or  the  reserva- 
tion about  that  frankly  diminished,  the  intensity  diminished 

22  !  sometime  between  the  return  of  the  indictment  and  the  time 

23  1!  of  the  trial,  and,  frankly,  and  the  week  before  or  a  few  days 
before  our  opening  statement,  Senator,  coincidental! v,  one 
of  my  colleagues  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  wc  reallv 


24 


p--, 
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4.     On  the  afternoon  of  June  23,  1972  Hugh  Sloan  met  with  John 
Ehrllchman  at  Sloan's  request  to  discuss  Sloan's  cash  disbursements  to 
Liddy.  Ehrlichman  told  Sloan  that  he  did  not  wish  to  discuss  the  sub- 
ject with  him  and  suggested  that  Sloan  get  an  attorney.   Sloan  has 
testified  that  Ehrlichman  said  that  he  would  take  executive  privilege 
with  respect  to  whatever  Sloan  told  him  until  after  the  election. 
Earlier  that  day  Sloan  had  spoken  to  Dwight  Chap in,  the  President's 
appointments  secretary  about  his  "concern  that  there  was  something 
very  wrong  at  the  campaign  committee."  Chapin  said  that  the  important 
thing  was  that  the  President  be  protected. 
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I  believe  at  that  point,  whether  Mr.  Porter  was  still  there  or  not  I 
am  not  sure,  I  had  a  call  from  my  owti  ofRce  from  Jane  Dannenhauer, 
my  secretary,  which  indicated  there  were  two  agents  from  the  FBI 
in  my  office,  who  would  appreciate  the  pleasure  of  seeing  me  at  that 
point.  Mr.  LaRue  indicated  that  I  do  not  think  he  should  go  doun 
there  without  seeing  John  Mitchell  first.  He  said  wait  here,  and  he 
went  dowTi  the  hall  to  Mr.  Mitchell's  office.  He  came  back  and  got  me 
and  I  believe  Mr.  Mardian  was  in  the  room  as  well. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  said  Mr.  Mt^rdian  was  in  the  room  with  whom? 

Mr.  Sloax.  With  Mr.  Mitchell,  I  entered  with  Mr.  LaRue  in  Mr. 
Mitchell's  office. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  any  discussion  with  Mr.  Mitchell  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Sloax.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  D.\sH.  WTiat  was  that  discussion? 

Mr.  Sloax.  I  was  essentially  asking  for  guidance.  The  campaign 
literal!}-  at  this  point  was  falling  apart  before  your  eyes,  nobody  was 
coming  up  with  any  answers  as  to  what  was  really  going  on.  I  had 
some  ver\-  strong  concerns  about  where  all  of  this  money  had  gone.  I 
essentially  asked  for  guidance,  at  which  point  he  told  me,  "When  the 
going  gets  tough,  the  tough  get  going."  [Laughter.] 

^Ir.  Dash.  Did  he  say  anything  else  to  you? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Quite  frankly,  Mr.  Dash,  that  i-,  one  thing  that  really 
sticks  in  my  mind.  I  think  I  left  at  that  point. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  understand  what  he  meant  by  that? 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  am  not  sure  I  did,  but  I  understood  that  I  w^s  not 
getting  any  particular  helpful  guidance  at  that  point.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Dash.  You  did  go  downtown;  and  were  you  interN-iewed  at  thai 
time  by  FBI  agents? 

Mr.  Sloa*?  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  after  you  were  interviewed  by  the  FBI  agents,  did 
you  again  see  Mr.  LaRue  that  day? 

Mr.  Sloan.  With  regard  to  that  interview,  the  FBI  concern  at  that 
point  in  time  was  merely  the  question  of  identity  of  Mr.  Alfred 
Baldwin  and  none  of  the  questions  which  were  bothering  me  at  that 
peint  ijQ  time  came  up  in  the  questioning. 

I  believe  Mr.  LaRue  came  down  to  my  office  folloAving  that  inter- 
view essentially  to  find  out  what  I  said  and  what  matters  came  up. 

At  that  point  he  indicated  to  me  that,  and  I  do  not  have  the  precise 
words,  the  sense  of  the  meaning  as  it  came  across  to  me,  there  was 
verj'  brief  reference  something  to  the  effect  that  the  Liddy  money  is 
the  problem,  it  is  very  political  sensitive,  we  can  just  not  come  out 
with  a  high  figuref*we  are  going  to  have  to  come  out  with  a  different 
figure.  And  I  said,  as  I  recall,  I  said  if  there  is  a  problem,  I  cannot  see 
that  it  makes  any  dift'erence  whether  it  is  $200  or  S200,000,  at  which 
poini  he  dropped  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Sloan,  apparently,  3'ou  were  becoming 
concerned.  I  take  it  that  you  were  concerned  about  your  own  involve- 
ment in  this  matter.' 

Mr.  Sloax.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  ^Vllat  did  you  do  about  it  thereafter? 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  believe  some  of  these  events  I  am  describing  today, 
or  a  moment  ago,  the  Mag^u^ler-^[itc■hell-FBI  meetings  probably 
happened  on  that  Tliursday,  the  22d,  because  there  was  a  party  that 
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evenino;  on  a  boat  on  the  Potomac,  with  Col.  Verne  Coffey,  who  had 
been  the  Army  aide  to  the  President — and  I  remember  my  wife 
picking  me  up  that  day.  I  assume  it  was  probably  the  Magruder 
comment  to  me  which  by  that  point  in  the  day  had  me,  to  put  it 
mildly,  rather  agitated  the  more  I  thought  about  it. 

I  went  to  this  cocktail  party  on  this  boat.  I  guess  my  mood  would 
be  essentially  anger.  I  sought  out  at  that  party  a  number  of  people. 
I  talked  to  Ken  Cole,  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  assistant  on  the  Domestic 
Council,  Mr.  Chapin,  the  President's  appointments  secretary,  avd 
Mr.  Pat  Buchanan,  who  was  a  speech  writer  for  the  President.  I 
really  do  not  remember  the  depth  with  which  I  expressed  my  concern 
with  the  problem,  but  I  believe  1  was  generally  e.xpressing  a  concern 
that  there  was  something  very  wrong  at  the  campaign  committee. 

Mr.  D.A.3H.  As  a  result  of  that  concern,  did  you  in  fact  have  any 
meetings  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  or  Mr.  Chapin? 

Mr.  Sloax.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Cole  indicated  to  me  that  night  that  I 
was  e.vpressing  to  him  and  to  Mr.  Chapin  that  I  felt  that  John  Ehr- 
lichman and  Bob  Haldeman  should  be  aware  that  there  was  a 
problem.  I  do  not — in  the  case  of  Mr.  Chapin — I  do  not  know  whether 
I  specifically  requested  a  meeting  with  Bob  Haldeman.  I  indicated  to 
him  that  Bob  should  have  this  knowledge.  He  asked  me  to  come  see 
him  the  ne.xt  day  at  noon. 

Ken  Cole,  the  next  day,  called  me  at  some  point — I  do  not  know 
whether  he  called  me  himself  or  somebody  hi  his  office,  but  that  John 
Ehrlichman  would  Uke  to  see  me  at  2  o'clock  that  afternoon. 

I  went  to  the  Chapin  meeting.  I  again — there  has  been  a  year  here. 
I  do  not  precisely  know  what  degree  of  knowledge  or  what  conclusions 
I  had  come  to  at  this  point.  But  I  believe  probably  the  tone  of  the 
conversation  was  that  there  is  a  tremeuJous  problem  there,  some- 
thing has  to  be  done. 

Mr.  Chapin  evaluated  my  condition  at  that  point  as  being  some- 
what overwrought  and  suggested  a  vacation,  which  in  fact,  I  was 
planning  to  leave  on  me  ne.xt  week.  It  had  been  planned  for  a  long 
time.  He  suggested  that  the  important  thijig  is  that  the  President  be 
protected. 

In  the  EhrUchman  meeting 

Mr.  D.A.SH.  When  did  that  oc  :ur? 

Mr.  Sloan.  That  happened  around — I  believe  it  was  a  12  o'clock 
meeting  on  the  23d. 

The  Ehrhchman  meeting — it  would  have  been  a  Friday.  In  the 
Ehrlichman  meeting  at  2—1  started  into  generally  the  same  dis- 
cussion of  problems. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Sloan,  when  you  say  problems,  did  that  include 
any  statements  by  you  about  cash  disbursements  that  had  been 
made  to  Mr.  Liddy? 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  do  not  beUeve  I  at  that  point  in  time  was  pointing 
fingers.  I  do  not  believe  I  mentioned  the  Magruder  remark,  I  do  not 
believe  I  mentioned  the  money  to  Liddy  or  the  Liddy  remark.  I  just 
said  I  believe  somebody  e.xternal  to  the  campaign  has  to  lock  at  this 
because  it  raised  in  my  mind  at  that  point  possibilitj^  of  the  entii-e 
campaign  being  involved  and  it 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  response? 
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Mr.  Sloan.  I  believe  I  expressed  my  concern,  my  personal  concern 
with  regard  to  the  money.  I  beheve  he  interpreted  my  being  there  as 
personal  fear  and  he  indicated  to  me  that  I  had  a  special  relationship 
with  the  White  House,  if  I  needed  help  getting  a  la\y\'er,  he  would  be 
glad  to  do  that,  but  do  not  tell  me  any  details;  I  do  not  want  to  know; 
my  position  would  have  to  be  until  after  the  election  that  I  would 
have  to  take  executive  privilege. 

Mr.  D.-vsH.  Now,  Mr.  Sloan,  on  that  same  day,  on  June  2:i,  did 
you  make  a  final  report  to  Mr.  Stans  concerning  your  cash  disburse- 
ments and  at  about  that  time,  did  you  discuss  withMr.  Stans  what 
should  be  done  about  the  balance  of  the  cash  remaining  in  the  safe? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  please  give  the  committee  a  brief  report  on 
that? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Since  April  7,  Secretary  Stans  had  been  pressuring 
very  hard  on  myself  for  the  preparation  of  records  in  the  final  form 
that  he  wanted  them  as  the  permanent  record  of  the  pre-April  7 
period.  This  was  a  very  mammoth  task  with  regard  to  all  the  contri- 
butions and  so  forth  that  had  been  received  at  that  point;  the  problem 
with  producing  a  cash  summary,  a  summary  of  all  the  cash  funds  that 
had  been  handled.  When  I  submitted  them  to  him  in  an  earUer  report 
close  after  April  7,  he  wanted  to  be  sure  that  I  went  back  to  every 
individual  on  that  list  and  verified  with  them  personally  that  they 
acknowledged  the  amount  of  money  on  that  list  as  having  been 
received  by  themselves,  so  that  there  would  never  be  an  internal 
conflict  or  possibility  of  somebody  saying  somebody  absconded  with 
some  funds.  So  this  took  a  considerable  period  of  time  and  the  reason 
for  the  delay  until  this  late  date  with  regard  to  this  process  w;a3  that 
Mr.  Herbert  Kalmbach — he  had  been  travehng  in  Europe  during  this 
period  and  this  was  the  first  occasion  I  had  to  sit  down  with  him 
since  his  return  and  since  he  had  been  able  to  come  to  Washington  to 
review  the  figures  on  that  list,  the  receipts  he  had  from  me. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  you  did  on  this  day  give  this  final  report  to  Mr. 
Stans? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  it  show  a  cash  balance  still  in  the  safe  at  the  ofiBce? 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  could  not  recollect  the  final  form  of  this.  The  problem 
with  the  cash  balance  is  that  it  included  $18,000,  wth  presumably  a 
balance  left  over  out  of  the  Liddy  commitment.  There  was  another 
$63,000 — the  50  I  had  mentioned  before  of  funds  that  had  come  in 
from  the  people  on  the  political  side  of  the  campaign,  who  had  accepted 
the  contribution  on  the  basis  that  they  would  remain  anonymous. 
We  did  not  have  the  information.  We  could  not  accept  them  that  way. 
We  would  have  to  know,  for  instance,  from  a  $10,000  contribution 
what  four  committees  that  was  to  go  to.  These  were  pending  problems, 
whether  to  go  back  to  the  individuals,  whether  they  wanted  their 
money  back  or  whether  they  were  wilUng  to  be  disclosed  and  give  us 
the  information  we  needed. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  appro.-dmately  how  much  money  was  left 
in  the  safe  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Oh,  yes,  appro.vimately  $81,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  "Mr.  Stans  make  any  statement  to  you  concerning 
that  $81,000? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir,  he  did. 
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Senator  Ervin.  Well,  they  didn't  give  him  a  chance.  They  didn't 
indict  oMaf^ruder,  and  the  prosecuting  attorneys  are  reported  in  the 
press  to  have  said  the  evidence  showed  that  nobody  was  involved 
except  the  seven  men  under  prosecution. 

Don't  you  Icnow  that? 

Mr.  EiiELicuMAN.  I  know,  too,  that  they  had  Mr.  Sloan's  testimony 
before  them.  He  was  not  believed  and  in  point  of  fact,  you  remember 
in  the  press,  that  at  the  trial,  the  judge  made  comments  which  indicated 
that  he  did  not  believe  Mr.  Sloan. 

enator  Ervix.  Well,  it  has  turned  out  since  he  was  telling  the 
truth,  I  think  rather  strongly,  so  they  certainly  had  his  testimony  that 
Magruder,  the  Deputy  Director,  had  ordered  him  to  pay  this  $199,000 
in  cash  out  of  Secretary-  Stan's  secret  fund  and  that  Secretary  Stans 
had  told  Sloan  to  comply  with  the  order  of  Magruder  in  this  respect 
after  consultation  with  Mitchell. 

Now,  I  can  understand  why  they  don't  find  out  some  things  that  are 
so  outrageous  that  they  don't  believe  a  party.  Didn't  Mr.  Sloan  come 
up  and  want  to  tell  you  about  this  and  you  said  to  him,  "I  don't  want 
to  hear  anything  about  it  because  if  I  hear  anything  about  it  I  will 
have  to  take  the  executive  privilege  until  after  the  election." 

Mr.  EHRLiCHMA>r.  I  don't  know  what  it  was  that  Mr.  Sloan  wanted 
to  tell  me  because  after  we  had  talked  for  a  few  minutes  and  I  had 
determined  that  he  felt  he  had  some  exposure,  but  that  he  had  not 
talked  to  an  attorney,  I  told  him  that  it  -should  be  grossly  unfair  of  me 
to  hear  him  out  until  he  had  had  an  opportunity  to  talk  with  an  at- 
torney and  take  counsel  on  his  own  situation. 

Senator  ER\^^^  You  were  one  of  the  men  in  the  "White  House  who 
stood  in  power  next  to  the  President,  weren't  you  ? 

Mr.  EHRLicn3r.\N-.  I  worked  for  the  President  there. 

Senator  ER^^^^  Yes,  and  when  an  ajrent,  when  this  treasurer  of  the 
Finance  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President  came  and  told  you  he 
wanted  to  tell  you  about  some  thing-s  that  troubled  him  you  refused  to 
listen. 

Mr.  Ehrltchman.  Well,  I  thought  I  was  doing  that  from  his  stand- 
point, Mr.  Chairman. 

Duke  Sloan  has  been  a  young  man  that  I  have  known  well  during 
the  time  he  worked  in  the  White  Hor.se.  I  didn't  want  to  see  him  tell 
me  something  before  he  had  talke<i  to  counsel  that  later  on  was  going 
to  nrove  his  undoing,  and  you  see  his  wife,  Debbie,  also  worked  at  the 
^^^^ite  House  and  was  well  known  to  my  wife  and  me  and  I  just  didn't 
■  wnnt  to  see  hin.  overreached. 

Senatoi  Ervix.  I  have  got  to  go  and  the  time  is  almost  up  to  go  over 
there  and  vote. 

fRecess.] 

Senator  Er\7x.  Before  I  put  another  question,  T  would  say  that  my 
idea  is  that  it  is  up  to  the  jury  to  determine  whether  a  witness  is  telling 
the  truth  instead  of  the  prosecuting  attorney. 

Did  vou  not  call  Henry  Petersen,  the  Assistant  Attorney  General 
of  the  Criminal  Division,  who  had  general  supervision  of  this  prosecu- 
tion and  ask  him  not  to  require  former  Secretary  Maurice  Stans  to  go 
before  the  grand  jury? 
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5.      On  June  23,  1972  Mitchell,  Mardlan,  LaRue  and  Dean  attended  a 
meeting  in  Mitchell's  CRP  office.  Mardian  raised  the  possibility  that 
since  the  persons  arrested  were  former  CIA  people  the  CIA  should  take 
care  of  its  own  in  furnishing  their  bail  money.  It  was  suggested  that 
Dean  determine  if  CIA  assistance  could  be  obtained.  Mitchell  has  testi- 
fied that  to  his  best  recollection  the  concept  of  the  CIA's  providing 
funds  was  not  discussed  in  his  presence. 
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tion  I  was  bringincf  to  their  attention,  that  this  information  was  being 
given  to  the  President. 

I  do  not  recall  when  actnallj'  I  received  the  first  written  information 
from  the  FBI,  but  I  believe  it  was  after  July  21  when  I  received  a 
summary  report  that  had  been  prepared  on  the  investigation  to  that 
stage. 

I  would  also  like  to  now  summarize  to  the  bottom  of  the  page,  and 

indicate  that  when 

Mr.  Dash.  Bottom  of  page  72. 

^Ir.  Deax.  Seventy-two.  correct,  and  indicate  that  after  I  did  get 
possession  of  the  documents,  the  FBI  files,  I  found  them  not  very 
meaningful  and  later  Mr.  Mardian,  Mr.  Parkinson,  ^fr.  O'Brien  came 
over  to  my  office  and  read  the  reports,  and  Mardian.  they  all  reached 
the  same  conclusion  and  I  recall  Mardian's  reaction  was  that  the  docu- 
ments indicated  that  the  investigation  was  too  vigorous  and  he  was 
quite  critical  of  Gray  and  asked  me  to  call  Gray  to  slow  down  but  T 
never  made  such  a  call. 

It  was  after  I  showed  a  copy  of  the  July  21  report  to  jNIr. 
^Mitchell  that  Mardian  insisted  that  he  be  permitted  to  see  the  FBI 
reports.  Mitchell  agreed,  and  thought  that  Paul  O'Brien  and  Ken 
Parkinson  should  also  see  them. 

I  recall  that  when  Mardian,  O'Brien  and  Parkinson  finally 
came  to  my  office  to  look  at  the  reports,  they  realized  that  they 
were  not  very  meaningful.  It  was  ilr.  ^lardian,  however,  who  be- 
came very  excited  because  of  the  scope  of  the  investigation  that 
Gray  was  conducting  and  the  tone  of  the  cables  he  was  sending  out 
of  headquarters.  Mardian  clearly  thought  that  Gray  was  being 
too  vigorous  in  his  investigation  of  the  case  and  was  quite  critical 
of  Gray's  handling  of  the  entire  matter.  He  demanded  that  I  tell 
Gray  to  slow  down,  but  I  never  did  so. 
Summarizing  the  first  paragraph  on  page  73, 1  would  also  note  that 
I  never  showed  any  of  these  reports  to  any  pei-sons  who  were  inter- 
viewed by  the  FBI  and  they  were  only  given  to  Mr.  Dick  Moore  of  the 
White  House  staff  when  he  was  working  on  the  Segretti  matter  for 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  and  Mr.  Haldeman. 

I  do  not  recall  ever  finding  anything  in  the  FBI  reports  which 
I  scanned,  that  was  worth  reporting  to  Ehrlichman  and  Halde- 
man and  so  I  never  read  all  of  the  reports  that  were  sent  to  me. 
The  FBI  files  containing  the  reports  never  left  my  office,  nor  were 
they  shown  to  anyone  in  the  "\^1iite  House  other  than  Dick  Moore 
when  Mr.  Moore  had  been  instructed  to  prepare  a  report  on  the 
Segretti  incident  by  Ehrlichman.  I  never  showed  the  reports  to 
any  of  the  persons  who  were  interviewed  by  the  FBI  after  thei'- 
interviews. 

First  Dealings  Wfth  the  CIA 


r  I  will 
inc  the  i 
raised  tl 


turn  now  to  the  first  dealings  I  had  with  the  CIA.  It  was  dur- 

mceting  in  Mitchell's  office  on  June  23  or  24  that  ^Mardian  first 

the  proposition  that  the  CIA  could  take  care  of  this  entire  mat- 


N'OTE. — Ind<>nti»(l    mnttPr   reprrspnts   portions  of  Afr.    Dean's   prep.nrert    statement   which 
wero  omUtetl  or  summarized  In  his  presentation. 
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ter  if  they  wished,  in  that  they  had  funds  and  covert  procedures  for 
distributing  funds.  I  was  personally  unaware  of  the  workings  of  the 
CIA,  but  Mardian  and  Mitchell  appeared  very  knowledgeable.  As  a 
result  of  this  conversation,  which  was  prompted  by  my  reporting  that 
Gray  thought  the  CIA  might  be  involved  ilitchell  suggested  I  explore 
with  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  having  the  White  iloase  contact  the 
CIA  for  assistance.  It  was  also  argued  that  the  individuals  involved 
in  the  Watergate  incident,  as  former  CIA  operatives,  might  com- 
promise the  CIA  in  some  manner,  and  the  CIA  should  be  interested  in 
assisting. 

On  Monday  morning.  June  2G,  I  spoke  with  Ehrlichman  regarding 
this  suggestion.  He  thought  it  was  a  good  idea  and  wortJi  exploring. 
He  told  me  to  call  the  CLV  and  explore  it  with  tliem.  I  told  him  that 
I  had  never  dealt  with  anyone  at  the  CIA  and  did  not  know  Director 
Helms.  He  told  me  that  1  should  not  call  Helms,  rather  General 
Walters.  I  told  him  I  did  not  know  General  Walters  either.  He  then 
told  me  that  he  and  Haldeman  had  had  a  little  chat — as  he  called  it — 
with  Helms  and  General  Walters  a  few  days  earlier  about  their  deal- 
ings with  the  FBI  in  relationship  to  the  investigation.  He  was  not 
specific.  He  then  told  me  tliat  I  should  deal  with  General  Walters 
because  he  was  a  good  friend  of  the  White  House  and  the  AMiite 
House  had  put  him  in  the  Deputy  Director  position  so  they  could  have 
some  influence  over  the  Agency.  He  told  me  that  I  should  tell  General 
Walters  Ihat  I  was  calling  because  he  (Ehrliclunan)  had  requested 
that  I  follow  up  on  the  earlier  meeting  they  had  and  if  there  were 
any  problems  General  Walters  should  call  him.  After  my  meeting 
with  Ehrlichman,  I  telephoned  General  Walters.  I  told  him  I  was 
calling  at  Ehrlichman's  request  on  a  matter  relating  to  liis  pievious 
discussions  with  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman,  and  would  like  to  have 
him  visit  with  me  if  possible.  He  seemed  somewliat  surprised  and  un- 
certain about  my  call,  so  I  told  him  that  he  might  like  to  check  with  ^Mr. 
Ehrlichman.  He  said  he  would  get  back  to  me  and  he  later  called  me 
back  to  set  up  a  meeting  for  about  noon  at  that  day. 

When  General  Walters  came  to  my  office  I  told  him  again  that  I  was 
meeting  with  him  at  Ehrlichman's  request.  I  made  some  general  com- 
ments about  the  Watergate  case.  It  was  from  my  discussion  as  a  i-csult 
of  general  comment  with  Walters  tliat  I  became  aware  of  the  fact 
that  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  had  discussed  the  Dalilberg  and  ilex- 
ican  money.  AVo  then  discussed  the  fact  that  some  of  the  loads  that 
the  FBI  were  jiursuing  were,  to  my  understanding,  were  unrelated 
to  the  Watergate  but  could  result  in  persons,  totallv  uniuvolved,  being 
embarrassed.  I  would  just  like  to  note  to  counsel  for  the  record  that 
some  of  this  is  different  from  the  original  pagination  of  my  draft 
that  may  have  been  lost  through  the  transcribing  of  it  here.  I  also 
told  liim  that  I  understood  that  the  FBI  had  deveio?-)cd  three  possible 
theories  of  the  case,  which  I  explained  and  then  asked  if.  in  fact,  any 
of  the  men  arrested  were  pei-sons  that  were  working  for  the  CIA. 
General  Walters  assured  me  that  they  wore  not.  I  then  told  him  tliat 
I  had  been  asked  to  explore  e^xr}'  possible  moans  of  dealing  witi>  this 
rather  embarrassing  and  troublesome  situation,  because  some  of  the 
men  involved  were  lonlcing  for  assistance.  I  asked  him  if  there  was 
any  ]iossil)le  wav  tiio  CIA  could  be  of  assistance  in  providing  supjiort 
for  the   individuals   involved.  General  Walters  told  me  that   while 
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dian.  And  she  said,  apparently,  as  I  recall,  she  had  to  terminate  the 
conversation.  She  said  she  couldn't  talk  to  them.  He  asked  why,  and 
she  said,  my  husband  says  he  is  a  straight  arrow  and  not  to  have 
anything  to  do  with  him. 

The  third  instance  was  an  occasion  in  my  office — and  my  office  was 
used  by  the  attorneys  because  it  did  have  an  office  and  an  anteroom. 
That  is  generally  where  they  were.  I  was  getting  increasingly  involved 
back  into  the  campaign.  Mr.  Bittman  and  an  associate  from  his  office 
came  there  while  Mr.  Parkinson  and  Mr.  O'Brien  were  there,  and 
after  exchanging  pleasantries  with  Mr.  Bittman — I  had  not  met  him 
before — I  had  to  leave.  But  before  I  left,  Mr.  Bittman  said  something 
about  his  client  was  very  upset  about  his  attorney  fees  or  something 
to  that  effect. 

Later,  we  were  having  a  meeting  in  the  conference  room  with  all  of 
the  attorneys  from  the  two  offices,  and  I  happened  to  arrive  at  the  same 
time  that  Mr.  Parkinson  arrived. 

I  said,  I  asked  him,  what  was  all  that  about?  And  he  said,  oh, 
nothing — he  was  saying  it  facetiously — Bittman  wants  $25,000  at- 
torney fees.  He  thinks,  his  client  thinks,  that. the  committee  ought  to 
pay  it. 

i  told  him  I  thought  it  was  blackmail.  And  Mr.  Parkinson,  I  think, 
concurred. 

We  could  not  talk  any  further  about  it.  I  thought  that  was  the  end 
of  the  discussion,  and  we  went  into  the  meeting  with  the  firm  of 
attorneys. 

Mr.  Hamiltox.  Mr.  IVIardian,  are  these  the  only  three  discussions 
that  you  i-ecall  regarding  money? 

Mr.  Mardian.  The  only  three  and  I  never  heard  of  any  money  or 

oney  demands  other  than  those  three  occasions. 

Mr.  Hamilton-.  Mr.  INIardian,  I  would  like  to  read  you  a  portion  of 
Mr.  Dean's  testimony  and  ask  you  to  comment  on  this,  please.  Mr. 
Dean  was  responding  to  a  statement  foimd  in  what  is  now  known  as 
the  Buzhardt  memo  which  reads  like  this : 

It  was  Dean  who  suggested  to  Oeneral  Walters  on  January  6th  that  CIA 
pay  the  Watergate  defendants  while  in  jail, 

and  Mr.  Dean  in  commenting  on  this  particular  passage  said  this: 

I  believe  I  have  explained  that,  Senator,  in  that  I  reporte<l  also  at  one  point 
in  time  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  Mr.  Mardian  about  the  Gray  theory.  That  theory 
prompted  Mr.  Mardian,  as  I /pea  11,  to  suggest  that,  the  CIA  migtit  be  of  some 
assistance  in  providing  us  sitf>port,  and  he  also  raised  the  question  tliat  the 
CIA  might  have  a  very  proper  reason  to  do  so  because  of  the  fact  that  these 
were  former  CIA  operatives. 

Mr.  Mardian,  do  you  remember  a  conversation  of  this  sort? 

Mr.  MAKmAX.  T  do  not  recall  thnt  conversation.  I  do  recall  a  dis- 
cussion and  there  may  have  been  discussions  concerning  CIA  involvcr 
ment,  and  I  can  tell  you  tliat  whatever  point  in  time  that  was  that  it 
was  my  opinion  that  the  CIA  was  involved  for  a  number  of  reasons, 
and  I  do  not  recall  any  monev  demand  as  such,  but  the  onlv  ones  I 
recall  are  bail,  bail  the  defendants  out,  and  I  may  have  said,  "CIA 
ought  to  take  care  of  its  own  people,"  or  it  is  "a  CIA  problem  and  not 
a^committee  problem."  That  is,  would  be,  my  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Hamif-tox.  Did  yon  become  aware  in  the  summer  of  1972  that 
Mr.  Herb  Kahnbach  was  going  to  be  asked  to  raise  money  for  the 
Watergate  defendants? 
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Mr.  Mitchell.  June  28.  Yo\i  see,  Mr.  Dean  had  testiHed  that  they  had 
been  playinp:  frames  ^vith  the  CTA  up  to  the  ^Sth.  Then,  Mr.  Dean 
testified  that  there  was  a  meeting:;  in  my  office  witli  Mardian,  LaRr.e. 
and  Mitchell  and  I  do  not  know  who  all  else  including  Mr.  Dean  in 
the  aftc-noon  of  the  2Sth  in  which  it  was  decided,  naturally  Mitchell 
was  always  deciding  these  things,  according  to  Dean,  that  the  T\Tiite 
House,  somebody  in  the  "White  House,  John  Plhrlichman  shou.,1  call 
Kalmbach  and  ask  him  to  fly  back  from  California  that  night  of  the 
2Sth,  which  led  to  their  meetings  on  the  20th.  The  only  problem  with  all 
of  that  was  that  I  was  in  Xew  York  and  could  not  have  been  at  such 
a  meeting,  and  I  was  not  aware  of  it. 

Mr.  Thompso'.  I  believe  your  logs  reflect  that,  Mr.  Mitchell.  I 
think  that 

Mr.  MrrcHELL.  I  would  hope  so  because  I  have  been  so  stating  for 
quite  some  time. 

Mr.  Tno^rpsox.  It  reflects  that,  according  to  your  logs,  you  were  in 
New  York  on  the  2Sth. 

Mr.  MircHTLL.  Yes. 

Mr.  Thojipsox.  And  that  you  arrived  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
at  5  :30. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Thompson.  There  is  no  indication  of  any  meeting  after  5 :30. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Thompson.  And  I  assume  there  was  none. 

Mr.  MiTCHFXL.  The  passenger  that  I  had  with  me  coming  back  from 
New  York  was  not  about  to  allow  me  to  go  to  any  more  meetings  on 
that  particular  day.  fLaughter.] 

Mr.  Thompson.  I  am  not  going  to  pursue  that  any  further. 

Getting  back  to  your  knowledge  of  the  money,  perhaps  my  question 
should  have  been,  ""UTien  was  the  first  time  that  you  heard  of  the  need 
for  the  payment  of  money,"  and  I  ask  it  because  of  this:  Dean  testi- 
fied that  the  first  time  he  heard  any  discussions  of  the  need  for  money 
to  take  care  of  those  who  were  involved  in  the  break-in  was  in  a  meet- 
ing which  occurred  on  either  June  2.").  Saturday,  or  June  24  attended 
by  Dean,  Mardian,  LaRue,  and  yourself. 

Mr.  MrrcrraLL.  That  is  quite  possible  because  as  T  recall  the  con- 
versation of  Mr.  Liddy  that  he  had  with  INIr.  Mardian  and  LaRue,  he 
was  hopefid  that  these  people  that  he  at  that  time,  of  course,  was  not 
in  jail,  not  suspect,  and  was  still  working  for  the  committee,  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  was  suspect  or  not,  in  any  event,  he  was  still  work- 
ing for  the  committee  until  the  28th  of  June,  he  was — he  talked  to 
]Mardian  and  Liddy  about  the  hope  that  somebcnlv  could  pro\'ide  bail 
for  these  five  people  who  had  been  arrested,  and  the  thought  was  that 
the  committee  should  do  it  and,  of  course,  that  was  immediately  tui-ned 
off,  the  committee  would  not  do  it  and,  of  couree,  obviously  could  not 
do  it  under  the  existing  statutes.  Now,  what  developed  out  of  that 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Dean's  concept  of  it  or  what  he  heard  about  it. 
whether  he  heard  that  stoiy  or  what  I  do  not  know  but  that  is  the  fiist 
point  in  time  at  which  the  subject  matter  was  ever  discussed. 

^Ir.  Thompson.  The  points  that  concerned  you  weiT  the  fact  that 
earlv  on  the  discussions  about  the  money  were  taking  place,  or  the 
need  for  money,  and  also  Mr.  Magnider's  testimony.  I  believe  he  testi- 
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Mr.  Mitchell.  Oh,  excuse  me.  I  misunderstood  your  question. 

Most  assuredly,  we  discussed  quite  widely  the  impact  a  letter  from 
the  Justice  Department  in  such  a  situation  would  have  on  the  com- 
mittee and  its  membership. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  am  puzzled,  about  your  distinction  between  your  ef- 
forts you  said  you  were  going  to  make,  some  sort  of  coverup  of  the 
"\A1iite  House  horrors  that  you  have  described  and  the  Watergate 
break-in  and  the  defense  against  the  civil  suits  themselves.  You  seem  to 
draw  a  distinction  about  the  activities  that  took  you  away  from  some 
of  this  discussion  of  the  "WTiite  House  honors  or  other  activities  be- 
cause of  your  being  involved  in  the  dic?cussion  of  the  civil  suits.  Xow, 
actually,  was  not  the  strategy  against  the  civil  suits  the  same  kind 
of  coverup  activity?  Would  it  not  be  true  that  full  disclosure  in  the 
Democratic  National  Committee  suit  could  result  in  unraveling  all 
the  things  that  you  wanted  to  be  not  unraveled  ? 

Mr.  MtTCHELL.  Well,  if  I  understand  your  question,  Mr.  Dash,  it 
was  our  strategy  to  limit  the  progress  of  the  civil  suits  as  much  as 
possible,  certainly  before  the  election.  We  knew  that  they  would  come 
afterwards,  and  of  course,  the  civil  suits,  of  course,  related  to  the 
criminal  trial  which  was  subsequently,  I  believe,  determined  by  the 
judge  handling  it.  And  there  was  a  strategy  to  keep  the  civil  suits 
from  proceeding,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  then  one  of  the  policies  behind  that  strategy  was 
the  similar  policy  you  had  on  the  other  matters  of  keeping  the  lid  on 
from  having  these  things  come  out. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  this,  of  course,  included  the  Common  Cause 
suit  and  whatever  other  suit,  the  Nader  suit  I  guess  it  had  to  do  with. 

Mr.  Dash.  Kight,  and  these  discussions  concerning  what  the  strategy 
should  be  concerning  the  civil  suit  deals  with  what  kind  of  testimony 
should  be  given  at  the  depositions. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No ;  I  think — not  in  the  meetings  that  I  had.  They 
w«re  handled  by  the  lawyers  with  the  individuals  who  were  to  testify. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  around  that  same  time,  and  I  am  now  speaking 
still  around  the  late  June  period,  and  perhaps  early  July,  did  you  at 
any  time  after  June  17.  suggest  that  the  CIA  might  be—or  suggest 
not  to  the  CIA  but  to  Mr.  Dean  or  to  anybody  else  in  any  of  those 
meetings — that  the  CIA  might  be  a  good  source  of  coverup  moneys 
for  lawyers'  fees? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  No,  sir.  I  did  not  and,  of  course,  I  think  ]Mr.  Dean 
testified,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  his  testimony  is  accurate  or  not, 
he  started  out  placing  that  in  my  lips  and  wound  up  with  it  with  Mr. 
Mardian.  Now  this  may  be  a  perfectly  honest  mistake  on  his  part. 
There  were  discussions,  of  course,  as  I  testified,  I  think  on  the  first  day 
here,  about,  the  question  was  the  CIA  involved.  The  newspapers  were 
filled  with  it,  the  individuals  that  were  involved  had  worked  for  the 
CIA,  there  were  a  number  of  such  matters  but  the  concept  of  the 
CIA's  supporting  or  providing  funds  in  connection  with  this  activity 
was  not  discussed  in  my  presence,  to  my  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  your  log 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Excuse  me,  ]\Ir.  Dash,  if  I  might  add  to  that  because 
I  think  we  discussed  it  on  ^Monday,  the  meeting  in  which  Mr.  Dean 
places  this  conversation  having  come  from  the  CIA  meeting  that  had 
never  toolc  place  and,  of  course,  I  was  not  in  the  city,  so  I  could  not 
have  heard  of  his  discussions  about  CIA  support. 
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Mr.  Dash.  But  it  is  your  testimony  <:liat  on  no  other  day  when  vou 
were  present  m  these  meetinrrs  with  Mr.  LaPaie,  Mr.  Mardian   M? 

LUean.  Mr.  Magruder,  or  any  other  persoiis  who  were  meeting  with  vou 
Da?t  Hn'if  nt  4  ?^^^"ff/?"  t^^«  Pl^'^^  ori  your  part  or  on  ^ny  others 
part  that  the  ^lA  might  be  a  good  source  for  funds  ? 
Mr.  Mttchell.  Xot  the  CIA  for  the  source  of  support,  raoaev  for 
bai  or  defending  or  whatever  it  is.  There  were  discussions  or  questions 
really,  about  what  was  the  involvement  of  the  CLA. 
OQ  ;;'^"'?"'  ^'?\'  -^"°"^  ^""^  ^^""^^  ^^^"^  Ji"^e  17  all  the  way  to  August 
Siltr'i^  """^  thereafter,  but  certainly  to  August  29,  you  had  almost 
daily  raee  ings  with  John  Dean  and  sometimes  twice  or  three  times 

thrt  K  ^'?r  ^^^'  ^  '^".'^•'  ^'■°'"  >'°^^  testimonv  before  this  com- 
mittee, whac  Mr.  Dean  was  doing  during  this  time,  that  he  wa.  servin- 
as  a  liaison  between  you  and  Mr.  Haldeman  or  Ehrlichman,  White 
House  people,  and  that  he  was  not  making  any  investigation  of  the 
Watergate  case  for  the  President.  Yet,  on  August  29,  the  President  did 
make  an  announcement  that  Mr.  Dean  had  made  an  investigation  to 
pve  him  a  report.  What  was  your  reaction  to  that  announcement  know- 
f3,nLl''?^^  been  meeting  with  Mr.  Dean  almost  on  a  daily  basis 
during  that  whole  p'eriod  of  time  that  he  was  doing  nothing? 

Mr.  MiTCHTLL  Well,  Mr.  Dash,  I  think  your  question  provides  an 
assumption  that  I  am  not  willing  to  accept.  It  is  perfectly  Conceivable 
m  my  mind  so  far  as  the  involvement  of  personnel  in  the  White  House 
were  concerned  that  Mr  Dean  was  makilig  such  an  investilaUofi^ 
the  involvement  of  people  in  the  White  House,  and  I  think  that  was 
the  context  of  the  statement  of  August,  whatever  date  it  was. 

Mr.  D.ASH.  Well  as  a  matter  of  fact,  didn't  Mr.  De^n  discuss  with 
you  what  he  was  doing?  You  said  he  met  with  you  regularly,  he  was 
at  your  meetings,  and  if  he  were  making  such  an  investigation  wodd 
you  not  know  about  it?  o""-'"",  "uiuu 

resl^it^^n7h?L''•  V^'"^  ?^'-  ^'^"  ""'"f  '"^^'"'^  "'^  investigation  with 
t^f  ^  ?    u  i^^l^-enifntor  potential  mvolvement  of  individuals  in 

partSatiom°"''  '"^  '^"  knowledge  of  the  Watergate  break-in  o^ 
he  was^ngin^iralrr^ip""  *'^*  ^^^'^^  ^^^"  "^^^«  ^"  investigation 

so^Kfei' wf  J-;  Yf'  ^  ^''"■*  J^°"^*  ^^^*  ^°^  ^  «^°"^^"^  '-^nd  I  have 
so  stated  here  that  there  was  that  aspect  of  it.  Xow,  the  coverup  is 
an  entirely  different  thing,  and  the  statement  made  bv  the  Pres  dent 
with  respect  to  the  involvement  of  individuals  in  the  Water-ate  aS 

Z.  ,P,"?f  *^  l^%  '^r'  ^  ^  °^  "*  '^^  '^^'-^^  1 '  activities,  and  I  rhinkiha? 
was  thethrust  of  the  statement.  'iuiiv  inat 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  you  know  from  what  Mr.  Dean  I  think  has  testified 
Zr^^I  -r^  l"l!'"'"^  ^-^  ^'''^  *^  th^t  on  June  19  that  Mr  Strachan 
had  adinitted  to  him  that  he  had  destroyed  certain  intelligence  pape^ 
DidJlr.  Dean  tell  vou  about  that?  ^    ^ 

Mr.  :Mitchkll.  Yes.  he  did  eventually 

Mr.  Dash.  Eventually.  When  did  he'tell  vou  this? 

Mr.  MiTcm- r,i..  I  am  not  quite  certain. 

Mr.  Dash.  Was  it  before  Au"-ust  '^9  ? 

whe'^e  a[ongl";'ay!"'^  "'  *'''  '""  ""■^'  ''^-  """'''^  ^"^  '^^  ^^'^  — 
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6.      On  or  before  June  26,  1972  John  Ehrlichman  told  CIA  Deputy  Director 
Vernon  Walters  that  John  Dean  would  be  Walters'  White  House  contact  on 
matters  affecting  Watergate.  On  June  26  or  27,  1972  Dean  met  with  Walters 
and  discussed  the  possibility  of  using  the  CIA  to  provide  funds  for  the 
bail  and  salaries  of  persons  involved  in  the  break-in  at  the  DNC  head- 
quarters. Walters  rejected  the  suggestion.  On  the  morning  of  June  28, 
1972  Dean  repeated  the  suggestion  to  Walters  that  the  CIA  assist  the 
persons  arrested.  Walters  again  rejected  the  suggestion. 
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any  of  these  circumstances  led  to  a  disclosure  of  CIA  operations,  dis- 
associated from  the  Watergate,  that,  too,  would  be  awkward. 

It  was  there  that  we  did  not  get  the  same  kind  of  flat  assurance  that 
we  had  gotten  in  the  first  instance,  and  so  rather  than  for  us  to  probe 
tliat  for  dates  and  places  and  names,  it  was  simply  agreed  that  General 
Walters  would  make  an  early  appointment  with  Pat  Gray  and  sit  down 
and  talk  with  him  about  what  the  problem  might  be,  and  that  is  what 
was  done. 

The  outcome  of  those  talks,  and  I  guess  there  were  two  or  three  of 
them,  was  simply  that  Walters  and  Gray  agreed  that  there  was  no 
problem,  and  Gray  then  talked  with  the  President  on  the  i)hone,  when 
the  President  was  in  San  Clemente,  I  believe,  on  the  6th,  and  then  the 
President,  very  shortly  after  that,  told  me  about  the  telephone  call, 
what  his  instructions  to  Gray  had  been,  and  then  he  explained  to  me 
what  his  concerns  were  about  this  rather  nearly  in  the  terms  that  I 
have  just  explained  them  to  you. 

Mr.  TiioMPSox.  Did  he  say  his  concerns  were  that  there  was  CIA 
involvement  with  regard  to  the  Watergate  break-in  or  there  was  un- 
related CIA  involvement  which  might  be  exposed  ? 

Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  Well,  he  said  in  the  inception,  in  the  beginning, 
that  had  been,  both  had  been,  his  concern,  because  of  the  fact  that  some 
of  these  people  who  had  been  arrested  had  had  CIA  connections  in  the 
past,  and  the  infonnation  that  had  to  come  to  him  pereuaded  him  there 
was  at  least  a  potential  problem. 

Mr.  Tiiojtpsox.  Did  Haldeman  ever  tell  Walters  or  Helms  to  go  to 
Gray  and  tell  him  to  in  effect  "hold  off,  slow  down  with  regard  to  the 
JMexican  investigation  because  of  CIA  involvement?" 

]Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  No.  My  recollection — no,  the  answer  to  that  is 
naturally  "no." 

My  recollection  is  that  the  Mexican  investigation  was  one  of  the 
things  that  was  discussed  and  as  to  which  ^Ir.  Helms  and  General 
Walters  could  not  give  us  a  categorical  assurance  that  FBI  investiga- 
tion wouldn't  create  problems  for  them  so  that  it  was  simply  noticed 
as  one  of  the  kinds  of  problems  that  might  arise  in  which  General 
Walters  and  the  Director  of  the  FBI  ought  to  compare  notes  on. 

Mr.  TnoMPSox.  So  in  other  words,  you  were  merely  presenting  it  to 
him,  according  to  your  testimony,  to  find  out  whether  or  not  there 
would  be  CIA  embarrassment  possibly,  and  it  would  be  for  them  to 
work  the  matter  out,  report  back,  so  the  matter  could  be  resolved. 

Mr.  EiiKLicHMAX.  Not  even  report  back  in  that  sense,  reporting  back 
to  us.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  said  at  that  ()oint,  look,  we  are  out  of  this ; 
we  I'ust  wanted  to  crystalize  this,  wanted  to  get  you  together  with  the 
FBI.  The  "V\niite  House  contact  on  this  would  be  John  Dean,  who  was 
the  fellow'following  this  entire  matter.  So  in  effect,  we  turned  General 
Walters  and  Mr.  Helms  over  to  Dean  for  any  future  contacts  that  they 
might  have  on  it. 

Mr.  Thompson.  You  would  not  know  whether  or  not  John  Dean  on 
June  7  went  to  Walters  and  told  him  that  it  would  be  good  if  the  CIA 
could  help  raise  bail  money,  could  help  raise  some  salary  money,  that 
the  witnesses  were  wallowing  and  could  be  in  trouble? 

Mr.  EiiRLTCii.AtAX.  I  read  that  in  the  newspaper  and  it  really  sur- 
prised me  when  I  read  it.  So  I  wondered  at  the  origin  of  this  until  I 
heard  ]Mr.  Dean's  testimony,  which  was  that  he  had  been  asked  by  Mr. 
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Mitchell  to  do  this.  I  had  in  efTect  set  this  up  without  knowing  it  by 
I  telling  Waltei-s  that  Dean  was  his  White  House  contact  from  that  day 
I  forward.  But  1  did  not  Imow  about  these  conversations. 
jNIr.  Tiiojtpsox.  Dean  did  not  report  back  to  you  ? 
Mr.  EiiRLiCHMAX.  Not  about  that ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Tho.mpsox.  Did  you  have  occasion  to  call  Mr.  Gray  to  call  off  a 
meeting  which  he  and  Walters  scheduled  on  June  28,  to  tell  him  that 
the  meeting  would  no  longer  be  necessary,  that  matters  had  been 
worked  out  some  way  ? 

Mr.  Ehklichmax.  Well,  I  didn't  realize  that  I  had  canceled  it.  My 
strong  concern  about  that  meeting  was  that  it  was  going  to  include 
some  staff  members  from  the  FBI  and  as  I  say,  we  were  experiencing 
these  leak  problems  and  right  at  that  particular  time,  one  of  the  peo° 
pie  who  would  have  been  included  in  Uvut  meeting  was  under  very 
strong  suspicion  as  being  the  source  of  that  leak.  We  had  had  inde- 
pendent information  which  we  were  talking  to  Mr.  Kleindienst  about, 
about  that  specific  indi\'idual  and  it  appeared  that  this  whole  thing 
was  going  to  include  him.  So  that  was  the  reason  for  my  call. 

Mr.  TiiOMPSOX.  Did  you  ask  precisely  who  would  "be  in  attendance 
at  the  meeting? 

Mr.  EiiRLicioiAX.  Yes.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  I  asked  him.  I  think  I 
was  told.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think  Mr.  Dean  told  me. 

Mr.  TiioMPsox.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Gray  of  vour  suspicions  or  concerns 
about  the  individual  ? 
Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Not  at  that  time. 
Mr.  Thompsox.  "\ATiy  ? 
^Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Because  at  that  time,  we  were  talking  with  Mr. 
Kleindienst  about  how  to  go  about  smoking  out  this  problem  around 
Mr.  Gray,  frankly. 
Mr.  THOiipsox.  Why  ? 
Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  Why  ? 
Mr.  TH03IPS0X.  WTiy  around  Mr.  Gray  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Because  Mr.  Gray  at  that  time  was  not  acknowl- 
edging the  problem. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  You  had  spoken  to  him  about  it? 
Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  Oh,  I  had  spoken  to  him  about  the  leaks.  I  hadn't 
spoken  to  him  about  this  specific  man  in  this  specific  meeting  until 
this  call.  Mr.  Kleindienst  and  I  discussed  on  several  occasions  how 
we  might  go  about  determining  the  source  of  the  leak.  He  proposed  the 
idea  of  plantmg  a  story  or  a  set  of  circumstances  and  seeing  if  it 
turned  up  and  this  kind  of  thing.  So  we  were  dealing  with  the  At- 
torney General  on  that. 

Jlr.  TnoMPSox.  Did  you  tnlk  to  Walters  about  this  meeting? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  don't  believe  so.  I  don't  believe  f  talked  to 

John  W^alters  again 

Mr.  Thompsox.  Could  not  Gray  and  Walters  have  had  a  meeting, 
the  two  of  them,  to  solve  the  problem  ? 

Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  Yes,  that  was  the  whole  idea. 
Mr.  Thompsox.  Was  that  suggested  ? 
Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  That  was  suggested  in  the  inception. 
Mr.  Thompsox.  You  didn't  tell  him  that  the  meeting  would  not 
be  necessary  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  don't  recall  what  I  told  him,  except  that 
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afternoon  or  whether  it  was  complete''  Monday  morning,  but  it  was 
soon  clear  to  me  that  nobody  who  w:..  sponsible  for  that  area  in  the 
Agency  felt  that  the  ongoing  FBI  inv.  -igation  could  jeopardize  any 
of  the  Agency  sources  or  activities  in  Me.'cico. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  now,  did  you  subsequently  receive  any  comnumica- 
tion  from  anybody  at  the  AVhite  IIouso  after  June  23? 

General  Walters.  On  Monday  morning,  June  26, 1  received  a  phone 
call  from  a  man  who  identified  himself  as  John  Dean  and  he  said  he 
wished  to  speak  to  me  about  the  matters  that  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  had  discussed  with  me  on  Friday.  I  did  not  know  Mr. 
Dean.  And  I  expressed  so — sometliing  to  the  effect  that  I  don't  know 
who  you  are  and  he  said,  ''Well,  you  can  call  Mr.  Ehrliclmian  to  see 
whether  it  is  all  right  to  talk  to  me  or  not." 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  call  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

General  Walters.  I  called  jSIr.  Ehrlichman.  I  had  some  difficulty 
in  reaching  him  but  finally  I  reached  him  and  I  said :  '"A  Mr.  Jolui 
Dean  wants  to  talk  to  me  about  the  matters  discussed  with  you  and  Mr. 
Haldeman  on  the  preceding  Friday"  ai'd  he  said:  "Yes,  it  is  all  right 
to  talk  with  him.  He  is  in  charge  of  tiie  whole  matter." 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  then  meet  with  Mr.  Dean  on  that  day? 

General  AValters.  I  then 

Mr.  Dash.  The  26th. 

General  Walters.  I  then  called  Mr.  )pan  again  and  he  asked  me  to 
come  down  and  see  him,  I  believe,  at  ll:oO  or  11:45.  I  believe  it  is 
indicated  on  the  memorandum  I  wrote. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  relate  to  tlie  committee  the  conversation  you 
had  with  Mr.  Dean  at  that  time,  on  June  26. 1072  ? 

General  Walters.  Mr.  Dean  said  tliat  he  was  liandling  this  whole 
matter  of  the  Watergate,  thnt  it  was  causing  a  lot  of  trouble,  that  it 
was  very  embarrassing.  The  FI5I  was  investigating  it.  The  leads  had 
led  to  some  important  people.  It  might  lead  to  some  more  important 
people. 

The  FBI  was  proceeding  on  three  hypotheses,  namely,  that  this 
broak-in  had  been  organized  by  the  Republican  National  Committee, 
by  the  Central  Agency,  or  by  someone  else  ;  whereupon  T  said  I  did  not 
know  who  else  organized  it  but  I  know  that  the  Centi-al  Intelligence 
Agency  did  not  organize  it.  I  said,  furthermore — I  related  to  ]Mr.  Dean 
my  conversation  t\'ith  Mr.  Haldeman  and  ^fr.  Ehrlichman  on  the  pre- 
vious Friday,  and  told  him  I  had  checked  within  the  Agency  and 
found  tliei'o  was  nothing  in  anv  of  the  ongoing  FBI  investiirations 
that  could  jeopardize  CIA  activities  or  sources  or  compromise  them 
in  any  way  in  Mexico. 

He  then  said,  "Well,  could  this  not  have  happened  without  your 
knowledge?"  "Well,"  I  said,  "oriirinally  pciha)>s,  but  I  have  inrinired. 
I  ha\'e  talked  to  Mr.  Helms  and  I  am  sure  that  we  had  no  ])art  in  this 
operation  auiiinstthe  Democratic  National  Committee." 

Pie  Icept  ]iressino-  this.  There  must  have  been.  Tliese  people  all  used 
to  work  foi-  (lie  CIA,  and  all  tliis  tliiuir.  I  said  niavbi^  thcv  used  to,  but 
thev  were  not  when  they  did  it  and  he  pressed  and  pi'essed  on,  oil  this 
and  aslced  if  there  was  not  some  way  I  could  help  him,  and  it  seemed 
to  me  he  was  exnloiin.'r  pei-haiis  the  oi)tion  of  seeing  wliether  he  could 
put  some  of  the  blame  on  ns.  Tliere  was  not  anv  so'cific  tiling  he  said 
but  the  geueial  tenor  was  in  this  wav  and  I  said  to  him — T  did  not  have 
an  oppoi-tunity  to  consult  with  anybody — I  simply  s  lid, 
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■  unnM  P'"'^"-  »''^  ""'-rai't  to  involve  tlie  AKt-ncy  in  the  stifling  of  this  affair 
^^o^ld  be  a  disaster.  It  woiihl  destroy  tlie  credil.ility  of  the  Awn<y  with  the 
CoiiKress,  witli  the  Nation.  It  would  he  a  grave  di.sservice  to  the  President  I  will 
no  he  --i  party  to  it  and  I  am  quite  prepared  to  resign  before  I  do  anything  that: 
will  implicate  the. \geney  in  this  matter. 

This  seemed  to  shock  him  somewhat.  I  said  that  anything  that  would 
involve  any  of  these  Govet-nment  agencies  like  the  CIA  and  FBI  in 
anything  improper  in  this  way  would  be  a  disaster  for  the  Nation 
bomewhat  reluctantly  he  seemed  to  accept  this  line  of  argument  and 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  General  Walters,  since  you  had  made  the  check 
prior  to  seeing  Mr.  Dean  concerning  whether  in  fact  any  FBI  investi- 
gation in  xMexico  would  seriously  or  not  seriously  involve  any  covert 
actnaties  of  the  CIA,  and  you  reported  that  to  Mr.  Dean  at  this  meet-  " 
ing,  did  you  believe  that  you  were  responding  at  that  meetino-  then  to 
the  concern  that  you  had  received  at  the  earlier  meeting  From  the 
statement  from  Mr.  Haldeman  ? 

General  Walters.  Yes,  Mr.  Dash,  I  did.  At  the  risk  of  perhaps 
seeming  naive  m  retrospect  it  did  not  occur  to  me  at  that  time  that 
Mr.  Dean  would  not  tell  Mr.  Gray.  Mr.  Gray  was  in  touch  with  Mr. 
Dean.  Mr.  Dean  told  me  he  was  in  touch  with  Mr.  Gray.  In  retrospect 
I  should,  of  course,  have  called  Mr.  Gray  directly.  I  regret  that  I  did 

Mr  Dash.  And  you  had  been  informed  by  Mr.  Ehriichman  when 
you  checked  as  to  whether  you  should  talk  to  Mr.  Dean,  that  Mr  Dean 
was  a  person  you  could  talk  to,  that  he  was  handling  the  matter? 

General  Walters.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash  I  think  when  >x)u  were  testifying  just  a  little  while  ago 
you  said  that  you  may  have  incorrectly  put  in  your  memorandum  of 
the  June  26  meetmg  something  that  should  have  been  in  another  meet- 
ing 1  want  to  show  you  your  memorandum  or  a  writing  that  appears 
to  be  a  memorandum  prepared  by  you  on  June  28  dealing  with  the 
conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Dean  on  June  26  and  ask  you  if  you 
want  to  make  a  correction  as  to  that  memorandum  for  the  record  You 
will  notice.  General  Walters,  that  there  is  an  excised  portion  of  that 
memorandum  which  has  been  cut  out  and  on  our  receipt  of  that  it 
appeared  to  be  matters  which  dealt  with  national  security  and,  there- 
tore,  was  excised. 

Genera]  Walters.  Fine.  I  am  very  appreciative  of  the  committee 
for  doing  this. 

Yes,  It  does.  If  I  were  to  make  a  correction  somewhat  complicated 
it  would  really  be  that  the  fourth  paragraph,  the  sixth  and  seventh 
paragraphs  belong  to  the  conversation  of  the  27th  rather  than  the 
conversation  of  the  26th. 

from 'the' C^Ia''^  ^^'^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  question  of  money,  baU  money 

General  Walters.  That  is  correct.  This  is  a  correct  copy. 

Mr.  Dash.  It  is  a  correct  copy  of  your  memorandum? 

General  Walters.  Yes,  it  is. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Chairman,  could  we  have  that  memorandum  marked 
as  an  exhibit  and  received  in  evidence? 

Senator  Ervin  The  memorandum  will  be  appropriately  numbered 
as  an  exhibit  and  received  in  evidence  as  such. 
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[Tlie  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  130.*] 

iVIr.  Dash.  After  that  meeting  with  ]\Ir.  Dean  on  Jime  26.  did  you 
report  back  to  former  Director  Helms? 

General  Waltehs.  I  did.  I  told  Mr.  Helms  generally  what  had  trans- 
pired and  he  approved  of  my  firm  stand  with  Dean  and  I  related  in 
some  detail  the  various  matters  that  I  had  discussed  with  ]Mr.  Dean 
and  the  fact  that  I  had  told  ^Ir.  Dean  that  no  Agency  asset-s  would 
be  compromised  by  the  pursuit  of  the  FBI  investigation  in  Mexico. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  think  you  mentioned  earlier  that  you  did  again  meet 
with  ^Ir.  Dean.  "Wlien  did  you  next  meet  with  3Ir.  Dean? 

General  Walters.  On  the  following  morning,  June  27,  I  received 
another  telephone  call  from  ^Ir.  Dean  summoning  me  down  to  his 
office.  I  went  down  to  Mr.  Dean's  office.  I  believe  the  time  is  indicated 
in  the  memorandum,  11  :oO  a.m. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  think  11  lio  a.m. 

General  Walters.  U  :45  a.m.,  and  Mr.  Dean  said  that  the  investiga- 
tion was  coiitijiuing,  that  some  of  the  suspects  were  wabbling  and  might 
talk  and  I  said,  "Well,  that  is  just  too  bad  but  it  has  nothing  to  do 
with  us  because  nothing  that  they  can  say  can  implicate  the  Agency." 
So  he  again  said,  "Plave  you  not  discovered  something  about  Agency 
involvement  in  this  matter?"  And  I  said,  ''No,  I  have  not  discovered 
anything  about  Agency  involvement  in  this  matter."  He  said,  "^Is  there 
not  something  the  Agency  can  do  to  help?"  I  said,  "I  do  not  see  how 
we  can  be  helpfid."  Then  he  said,  "Well,  would  there  be  any  way  in 
which  you  could  go  bail  or  pay  the  salaries  of  these  defendants  while 
they  are  in  jail?"  And  I  said,  "No  way.  To  do  so  would  implicate 
the  Agency  in  something  in  which  it  is  not  implicated.  I  will  have  no 
part  in  this." 

Again  I  went  Ihrough  the  reasoning  of  the  appalling  effect  it  would 
have.  I  made  plain  to  him  that  if  the  Agency  were  to  intervene  in  this, 
it  would  become  known  in  the  leaking  atmosphere  in  Washington,  that 
it  WQuld  be  a  total  disaster,  and  I  would  like  to  say,  if  I  may  at  this 
point,  that  I  have  not  spent  the  whole  of  my  adult  life  in  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency.  I  joined  it  for  the  first  time  in  May  of  1972.  But 
I  am  convinced  that  an  effective  CIA  is  essential  if  the  United  States 
is  to  survnve  as  a  free  and  democratic  society  in  the  rough  world  in 
which  we  live,  and  I  was  determined  that  I  would  not  see  it  destroyed 
or  implicated  as  might  be  desired  in  this  business.  I  further  told  Jlr. 
Dean  that  when  we  expended  funds,  covert  fimds  within  the  United 
States,  we  were  required  to  report  this  to  our  congressional  oversight 
committees  and  this  seemed  to  cool  his  enthusiasm  considerably.  We 
had  a  few  more  discussions  and  again  he  asked  me  whether  there  was 
any  way  we  could  be  helpful  and  I  said,  "No,  we  could  not  be." 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you,  by  the  way,  at  the  meeting  on  June  28 — do  you 
have  a  copy  of  your  memorandum  with  you  ? 

General  Walters.  Yes,  I  do. 

This  is  the  meeting  of  the  2Sth  or  the  memorandum  written  on  the 
28th? 

Mr.  Dash.  No.  The  meeting  of  the  following  day,  the  meeting  you 
have  just  testified  to. 

General  Walters.  On  the  2Sth  :  ves,  I  do. 


•See  p.  3S16. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Yes.  First  let  me  show  you  your  copy  of  a  memorandum 
you  prepared  on  June  29  of  your  meeting  on  June  27  and  ask  if  this 
IS  a  correct  copy  of  that  meeting. 

General  W^ilters.  Yes,  it  is. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  can  have  that  marked  for  identifi- 
cation and  received. 

Senator  Ervin.  That  will  be  marked  and  appropriately  numbered 
as  an  exhibit  and  received  in  evidence  as  such. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  131.*] 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right,  now  General  Walters,  the  VBry  next  day,  it 
appears  that  you  had  another  meeting  with  Mr.  Dean. 

General  Walters.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  report  to  former  Director  Helms  on  your  27th 
meeting? 

General  Walters.  Mr.  Helms  was  extremely  interested  in  this  whole 
business  and  I  reported  to  him  immediately  returning  to  the  Agency 
on  each  occasion. 

Mr.  Dash.  On  the  28th  when  you  began  to  write  these  memorandums, 
could  you  tell  the  committee  what  caused  you  to  begin  to  put  this  down 
in  writing  ? 

General  Walters.  Well,  as  soon  as  he  broached  the  question  of  bail 
and  paying  the  salaries  of  these  defendants,  I  realized  that  for  the 
first  time  there  was  a  clear  indication  that  something  improper  was 
being  explored,  and  I  discussed  this  with  Mr.  Helms  and  we  agreed, 
again  I  don't  know  whether  he  or  I  suggested  it,  that  we  write  the 
memorandum,  that  I  wrote  the  memorandum  on  these  meetings  and 
kept  a  record  of  them  and  that  is  how  the  memorandums  came  to  be 
recorded.  It  will  be  noted  I  wrote  practically  five  of  them  on  the  same 
day  to  catch  up  with  the  past. 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

The  meeting  on  the  28th  it  appears  was  a  fairly  significant  meeting 
because  it  was  a  followup  again  of  a  third  meeting  that  you  had  with 
Mr.  Dean.  Do  you  have  a  copy  of  tliat  memorandum  ? 

General  Walters.  Of  my  meeting  of  the  28th? 

Mr.  Da.sh.  Yes ;  which  you  prepared  on  June  20, 1972. 

General  Walters.  Yes.  I  do  have  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  read  that  memorandum  in  full,  General 
Walters? 

General  Walters  [reading]  : 

On  28  .Tune  at  11  :.30  .John  Dean  asked  me  to  see  him  at  his  ofl5ce  in  the 
Executive  Office  Bnildlng.  I  saw  him  alone. 
He  said  that  the  Director's  meeting — 

That  is  Director  Helms'  meeting — 

with  Patrick  Gray,  FBI  Director,  was  canceled  and  that  John  Ehrlichman  had 
sucgested  that  Gray  deal  with  me  instead. 

The  problem  was  how  to  stop  the  FBI  investigation  beyond  the  five  suspects. 
T,eads  led  to  two  other  people — Ken  Dahlberg  and  a  Mexican  named  Guena. 
Dean  said  that  the  $89,000  was  unrelated  to  the  bn.sging  case  and  Dahlberg  was 
refu.sins:  to  answer  nnestions.  Dean  then  asked  hopefully  whether  I  could  do 
anything  or  had  any  suRRestions. 

I  rpDeated  that  as  Denuty  Director,  T  had  no  independent  authorit.v.  I  was 
not  in  the  channel  of  command  and  had  no  authority  other  than  that  given  me 
by  the  Director.  The  idea  that  I  could  net  independently  was  a  delusion  and  had 
no  basis  in  fact. 

•See  p   381S. 
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Dean  then  asked  what  might  he  done  and  I  said  that  I  realized  lie  had  a  tough 
Iirolilem,  hut  if  there  were  Agency  involvement,  it  could  be  only  at  Presidential 
directive  and  the  political  risl;s  that  were  concomitant  ai>i)eaied  to  me  to  he 
unacceptable.  At  present  there  was  a  high  explosive  homl)  but  intervention  such 
as  lie  had  suggested  would  transform  it  into  a  megaton  hydrogen  bomb.  The  pres- 
ent caper  was  awkward  and  unpleasant.  Directed  intervention  by  the  Agency 
could  be  electorally  mortal  if  it  became  known  and  the  chances  of  keeping  it 
secret  until  the  election  were  almost  nil.  I  noted  that  scandals  had  a  short  life  in 
Washington  and  other  newer  spicier  ones  sooa  replaced  them.  I  urged  him  not  to 
become  unduly  agitated  by  this  one. 

lie  then  asked  if  I  had  any  ideas  and  I  .said  that  this  affair  already  had  a 
strong  Cuban  flavor  and  everyone  knew  the  Cubans  were  conspiratorial  and 
iinxious  to  know  what  the  i>olicies  of  both  parties  would  Ije  toward  Castro.  They, 
therefore,  had  a  plausiljle  motive  for  attempting  this  amateurish  job  which  any 
skilled  technician  would  deplore.  This  might  be  costly  but  it  would  be  plausible. 

Dean  said  he  agreed  that  this  was  the  best  tack  to  take  but  it  might  cost  half  a 
million  dollars.  He  also  agreed  (for  tlie  second  time)  that  the  risks  of  Agency 
involvement  were  unacceptable.  After  a  moment's  thonglit  he  said  that  he  felt  that 
Gray's  cancellation  of  his  appointment  with  Director  Helms  might  well  be  re- 
versed in  the  nest  few  hours. 

Dean  thanked  me  and  I  left. 


Mr.  Dash.  First,  General  "Walters,  where  was  this  meeting  to  be 
held  on  June  28  which  was  canceled? 

General  AValteks.  I  did  not  know,  ]Mr.  Dash,  I  did  not  know  what 
he  was  talking  about.  I  presume  some  arrangement  outside  of  me  had 
been  made  for  Director  Helms  to  see  jNIr.  Gray. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  in  any  event,  as  your  memorandum  shows,  Mr. 
Ehrlichmau  had  indicated  he  had  preferred  Gray  meet  with  you  on 
an  ongoing  basis. 

General  Walters.  This  is  what  ^Ir.  Dean  said. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  the  committee  at  least  what  your  impres- 
sion was  concerning  that  part  of  your  memorandum — where  you  said 
tliis  meeting  is  mostly  concerning  a  Cuban  conspiratorial  plot  and 
Dean's  statement  that  he  agreed  that  this  was  the  best  tack  to  take 
but  it"  might  cost  a  half  million  dollars. 

General  Walters.  Yes,  Mr.  Dash. 

Dean  went  back  at  this  point  in  the  conversation,  as  I  remember 
it,  to  the  three  hypotheses  and  he  was  soi't  of  saying,  '"AA'ho  could 
have  done  this,  who  could  liave  done  this."  He  did  not  indicate  at  any 
time  that  he  know  where  the  origin  of  this  was.  Quite  frankly  at  this 
point  my  principal  purpose  was  to  divert  him  from  pursuing  the 
option  of  involving  the  Agency  in  tliis.  I  had  read,  I  believe,  about 
that  time  an  article  in  the  newspaper  which  put  out  a  hypothesis  that 
the  Cubans  might  have  been  at  the  origin  of  this  in  order  to  try  to  find 
out  wliat  the  policies  of  the  Democratic  Party  would  be  if  it  were 
elected  in  197-2.  This  is  what  I  basically  said  to  Dean,  that  the  Cubans 
liad  a  plausible  motive  for  doing  tliis. 

^[r.  Dean,  obviously  understood  tliis  as  a  suggestion  of  mine  that  he 
should  try  to  blame  the  Cubans.  In  rotrospect,  as  is  so  often  said  hero 
from  tliis  table.  I  should  have  corri\'tod  hitn.  Frankly,  1  was  so  rclieved 
at  seeing  him  apparently  abandoning  the  idea  of  involving  the  A-roncy 
oi-  at  least  i-otroatinii'  on  tlie  idea  of  involving  the  Agency  tliat  T  did  not 
correct  his  impression  when  Iio  said  ho  obviously  thought  I  was  sug- 
gesting tluit  he  rniild  buv  tlio  C'lbnns. 

i\fr.  D.\su.  Would  tliat  be  tlio  iiifrriMice  tliat  Mr.  Deaivs  statement 
that  it  might  cost  a  lialf  million  doliats  would  actually  roiiuire  paying 
somebody  off  or  take  this  position  ? 
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ter  if  they  wished,  in  that  they  had  funds  and  covert  procedures  for 
distributing  funds.  I  was  personally  unawaio  of  the  workings  of  tlie 
CIA,  but  Mardian  and  Mitchell  appeared  very  knowledgeable.  Vs  a 
result  of  this  conversation,  which  was  prompted  by  my  reportiii"-  that 
Gray  thought  the  CIA  might  be  involved  Mitcheirsuggested  I  c.x"i)lore 
with  Ehrhchman  and  Haldeman  having  the  White  Tloiise  contact  the 
y^'\  lor  assistance.  It  was  also  argiied  that  the  individuals  involved 
m  the  Watergate  incident,  as  former  CIA  operatives.  mi<^rht  com- 
promise the  CIA  in  some  manner,  and  the  CIA  should  be  interested  in 
assisting. 

On  Monday  morning.  June  2G,  I  spoke  with  Ehrlichman  re-ardinT 
this  suggestion.  He  thought  it  was  a  good  idea  and  worth  explorin  ° 
He  told  me  to  call  the  CIA  and  explore  it  with  them.  I  told  him  that 
I  had  never  dealt  with  anyone  at  the  CIA  and  did  not  know  Director 
Helms.  He  told  me  that  I  should  not  call  Helms,  rather  General 
U  alters.  I  told  him  I  did  not  know  General  Walters  cither.  He  then 
told  me  that  he  and  Haldeman  had  had  a  little  chat— as  lie  called  it— 
with  Helms  and  General  Walters  a  few  davs  earlier  about  their  deal- 
ings with  the  FBI  in  relationship  to  the  "investigation.  He  was  not 
specific.  He  then  told  me  that  I  should  deal  with  General  AValteis 
because  he  was  a  good  friend  of  the  White  House  and  the  AVhite 
House  had  put  him  m  the  Ueputv  Director  position  so  they  could  have 
some  influence  over  the  Agency.  He  told  me  that  I  should'tell  General 
\\  alters  that  I  was  calling  ljecau.se  he  (Ehrlichman)  had  requested 
that  i  follow  up  on  the  earlier  meetinsr  they  had  and  if  there  wore 
any  problems  General  Walters  shoukrcall  him.  After  my  meetino- 
with  Ehrlichman,  I  telephoned  General  Walters.  I  told  him  I  wa^s 
calling  at  Ehrlichman's  request  on  a  matter  relatiiiir  to  his  previous 
discussions  with  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman.  and  would  like  to  have 
him  visit  with  me  if  possilile.  He  seemed  somewhat  surprised  and  un- 
certain about  my  call,  so  I  told  liim  that  he  might  like  to  check  with  Mr. 
Ehrlichman.  He  said  he  would  get  back  to  me  and  he  later  called  me 
back  to  set  up  a  meeting  for  about  noon  at  that  day. 

AVhen  General  Walters  came  to  my  office  I  told  him'  asrain  that  I  was 
■meeting  with  him  at  Ehrlicliman's  request.  I  made  snnie  n-eneral  com- 
ments about  the  Watergate  case.  It  was  from  mv  discussion  a-^  a  result 
of  general  comment  with  Walters  that  I  became  a^vare  of  the  fact 
that  Elirhchman  and  Haldeman  had  discussed  the  Dahlberir  and  ]^fex- 
ican  money.  We  then  discussed  the  fact  that  some  of  tho^leads  that 
the  FBI  were  pursuing  were,  to  my  undcrstandiiiir.  were  unrelated 
to  the  Watergate  but  could  result  in  persons,  totally  uninvolved,  bein'^ 
embarrassed.  I  would  just  like  to  note  to  counsel  for  the  record  tha^ 
some  of  this  is  dilferent  from  the  original  paiiination  of  my  draft 
that  may  have  been  lost  thiouirh  tlic  transeribinir  of  if  hero"  T  also 
told  Inm  that  I  understood  that  the  FBI  had  developed  three  possible 
theories  of  the  case,  which  I  explained  and  then  asked  if,  in  fact,  any 
ot  the  men  arrested  were  persons  that  wore  workin<r  for  tlie  CT-V. 
General  Walters  assured  me  tliat  they  were  not.  I  then  told  him  that 
I  had  been  asked  to  explore  every  possible  means  of  dealing  with  this 
rather  embarra.ssing  and  troublesome  situation,  because  some  of  the 
men  involved  were  looking  for  assistance.  I  asked  him  if  tliere  was 
any  possible  way  the  C\\  could  be  of  assistance  in  lu-ovidin--  support 
tor   the    individuals   invohed.   General   Walters   told   me  that 
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it  could,  of  course,  be  done,  he  told  me  that  he  knew  the  Directoi-'s 
feelings  about  such  a  matter  and  the  Director  would  only  do  it  on  a 
direct  order  from  tlie  President.  He  then  went  on  to  say  that  to  do 
anything  to  compound  the  situation  would  be  most  unwise  and  that 
to  involve  the  CIA  would  only  compound  the  problem  because  it  would 
require  that  the  President  become  directly  involved. 

While  I  cannot  recall  in  detail  everything  General  "Waltei-s  told  me, 
I  do  recall  that  his  argument  was  most  sound  and  very  persuasive.  I 
told  liim  I  agreed  with  his  position  fully  and  I  had  merely  been  asked 
to  e.xplore  the  potential,  which  he  very  rightly  stated  v.-as  too  great  a 
risk.  As  the  discussion  ended  I  asked  him  that  if  he  hud  an\'  further 
ideas  and  told  him  I  would  appreciate  the  benefit  of  his  thoughts.  I 
thanlfed  him  for  his  coming  over  and  his  candid  answei-s  and  he 
departed. 

Subsequent  to  my  meeting  with  General  "Walters,  I  reported  back  to 
Ehrlichmau  that  Waltei-s  had  informed  me  that  any  involvement  bj- 
the  CIA  in  this  matter  was  im[)ossible.  I  recall  that  when  I  reported 
this  to  Ehrlichman,  he  very  cynically  said  "very  interesting''.  He  told 
me  that  I  should  talk  with  General  Walters  further  and  push  him  a 
little  harder  to  see  if  the  CIA  couldn't  help  out,  particularly  with 
regard  to  the  unnecessary  pursuit  of  investigative  leads.  I  also  recall 
Ehrlichman  saying  something  to  the  efi'ect  that  General  Walters  seems 
to  have  forgotten  how  he  got  where  he  is  today. 

I  would  like  to  skip  the  paragrapii  on  page  77  regarding  tlie  call 
from  Gray,  and  turn  to  the  last  paragraph  on  77. 

I   received   a   phone   call   from   Gray  on  June  27  in   which 
he  expressed  both  concern  and  confusion  about  his  determining  if 
the  CIA  was  or  was  not  concerned  about  the  FBI  in^  estigation.  I 
was  also  confused  by  Gray's  call  and  do  not  recall  at  this  time 
what,  if  anything,  I  did  after  I  received  it.  However,  I  do  recall 
that  Ehrlichman  had  mentioned  to  me  that  he  wanted  Graj-  to 
deal  with  General  Waltei-s  rather  than  Director  Helms.  Appar- 
ently this  was  the  cause  of  the  confusion  on  Gray's  behalf. 
On  the  morning  of  June  28  I  arranged  again  to  meet  witli  General 
Walters.  I  was  firet  embarrassed  about  requesting  the  meeting  because 
he  had  been  most  explicit  and  convincing  to  me  at  tiic  fii-st  meeting.  I 
told  him  that  I  requested  the  meeting  at  Ehrlichman's  behest  to  fiirther 
discuss  the  problems  of  the  Dahlberg  and  Mexican  checks.  I  told  him 
what  I  knew  about  the  matters  and  that,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge, 
they  were  not  related  to  the  Watergate  incident.  I  then  asked  him  if  he 
had  any  suggestions.  He  expressed  sympathy  over  the  situation,  but 
s  .d  there  was  nothing  his  agency  could  do.  He  again  explained  rea- 
sons similar  to  his  earlier  comments  regarding  CIA  in\olvement  and  I 
expressed  my  understanding.  I  then  asked  him  if  he  had  any  ideas  at 
all  and  he  said  that  it  might  be  possible  to  explain  the  matter  as  an 
anti-Castro  activity.  We  had  some  general  discussion  of  this,  but 
nothing    concrete    emerged    from   the    discussion.    Before    Walters 
departed  I  assured  him  that  I  agreed  that  it  would  be  most  unwise  to 
involve  the.  CIA,  and  I  thanked  him — almost  apologetically — for 
coming  by  again.  At  no  time  did  I  push  him  as  I  had  been  instructed. 
At  the  conclusion  of  this  meeting  I  was  totally  convinced,  as  t  had 

Norr.. — Intteoted  nuRer  reprrsents  portions  of  Mr.  Deao's  prepared  statement  which 
were  omitted  or  summarized  Id  hla  preseatatlon. 
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been  cirlier,  that  the  CIA  could  not  and  would  not  he  l)iontrIit  in  to 
solve  the  problems  confronting  the  White  IIou.-u  and  reelection  com- 
mittee as  a  result  of  tiie  Watei-gate  incident. 

I  subsequently  informed  Ehrlichman  and  Ilaldoiuan  that  unless  the 
President  directly  ordered  the  CIA  to  provide  sujiport  for  those 
invobed  that  the  CIA  was  not  going  to  get  involved.  I  told  them  I 
agreed  with  Walters  that  this  would  be  a  terrible  mistake  and  they 
both  told  me  they  agreed. 

Traxsmittixg  the  Materials  ix  ;Mr.  IIuxts  Safk  to  the  FBI 

I  would  now  like  to  explain  the  transmitting  of  the  materials  in 
Hunt's  safe  to  the  FBI.  As  I  noted  earlier,  shortly  after  the  FBI  inter- 
view on  June_2-2  of  Colson,  and  my  later  instructions  from  Ehrlichman 
to  "Deep  Six"  the  briefcase  and  shred  documents.  I  had  informed  the 
FBI  that  I  would  forward  the  material  found  in  Hunt's  oiTice.  Afler 
•weighing  the  implications  of  Ehrlichman's  instructions  to  destroy  the 
items  I  decided  that  I  would  not  engage  in  any  such  activity  mvself  or 
be  pushed  into  it.  Accordingly,  I  asked  David  Young  to' return  the 
State  Department  cable  to  my  office.  I  had  already  returned  the  brief- 
case from  my  car  trunk  to  my  office. 

I  received  several  calls  from  the  FBI  requesting  the  material,  but 
I  had  not  yet  figured  out  how  to  tell  Ehrlichman  T  was  not  going  to 
destroy  the  material.  I  knew  I  had  to  develop  a  good  argument  to  o-ivc 
Ehrlichman  as  to  why  the  materials  should  not  be  destroyed. "On 
June  25  or  26  I  went  to  Ehrlichman  to  explain  that  I  thoiiirht  the 
juen  who  drilled  the  safe  had  probably  seen  the  briefcase,  that  the 
Secret  Service  agent  who  was  present  liad  probably  seen  some  of  the 
material :  that  Mr.  Kehrli  and  Fielding  had  seen  it— and  what  woidd 
happen  when  all  tho.se  peoi)le  were  later  asked  by  the  FBI  aliout  the 
contents  of  the  safe.  Tlien,  I  said  I  felt  we  must  turn  over  the  material 
to  the  FBI.  With  regard  to  the  sensitive  documents.  I  suofirested  that 
they  be  given  directly  to  Gray.  I  told  Ehrlichman  that,  i'f'ever  asked 
under  o.ath.  I  had  to  be  able  to  testify  that  to  the  best  of  mv  knowlediro. 
everything  found  in  the  safe  had  been  turned  over  to  the  FBI. 

The  FBI  agents  came  to  my  office,  I  believe  on  .Jnno  2(>  or  27, 
I  gave  them  one  box.  which  had  b.'cn  packed  and  told  them  that 
as  soon  as  the  other  material  was  packed  I  would  get  it  to  them.  "\^lieu 
I  got  tied  up  in  a  meeting,  I  phoned  Fielding  and  asked  him  to  pack 
up  the  remainder  of  the  materials,  which  I  believe  was  the  State  De- 
partment cables  and  the  briefcase.  He  did  so  and  turned  over  the  re- 
mainder of  the  materials,  with  the  exception  of  the  two  envelopes 
which  contained  the  politically  sensitive  niaterials  T  described  earlier. 
I  spoke  with  Ehrli'^hman  on  the  28th  and  informed  him  the  material 
had  been  sent  to  the  FBI  with  the  exception  of  the  politically  sensitive 
documents.  He  told  me  he  was  meeting  later  that  day  withOrav  and. 
I  .should  bring  them  over  at  that  time. 

I  went  to  Ehrlichman's  office  just  before  ^fr.  Cnav  arrived.  I  iilaced 
the  envelopes  on  the  coffee  table  in  his  office.  When  Cray  arrived. 
Ehrlichman  told  him  that  we  had  .some  m;iterial  for  him  that  had 
come  from  Hnnfs  safe.  Ehrlichman  descriljed  it  as  i)olitieallv  sensi- 
tive, but  not  ivlated  to  the  Wn tei-ratc.  1  told  Gray  that  Fieldiii.-  and 
T  had  gone  through  Hunt's  documents  and  had  turned  o\er  till  the 
materials  to  the  agents  except  the  documents  in  these  two  envelope.^. 
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On  26  June  at  about  10:00  a.m.   I  received  a  phone  call  from 
Mr.    John  Dean  at  the  White  House.     He  said  he  wished  to  see  me 
about  the  matter^that  John  Ehrlichman  and  Bob  Haldeman  had 
discussed  with  me  on  the  23rd  of  June.     I  could  check  this  out 
with  them  if  I  wished.     I  agreed  to  call  on  him  in  his  office  in 
Room  106  at  the  Executive  Office  Building  at  1145  that  morning. 
Immediately  after  hanging  up,   I  called  Ehrlichman  to  find  out  if 
this  was  alright  and  after  some  difficulty  I  reached  him  and  he 
said  I  could  talk  freely  to  Dean. 

At  114S  I  called  at  Dean's  office  and  saw  him  alone.     He  said 
that  the  investigation  of  the  Watergate  "bugging"  case  was  extremely 
awkward,    there  were  lots  of  leads  to  important  people  and  that  the 
FBI  which  was  investigating  the  matter  was  working  on  three  theories: 

1.  It  was  organized  by  tVie  Republican  National  Conimittee. 

2.  It  was  organized  by  the  CIA. 

3.  It  w^as  organized  by  some  other  party. 

I  said  that  I  had  discussed  this  with  Director  Helms  and  I  Vfaa 
quite  sure  that  the  Agency  was  not  in  any  way  involved  and  I  knew 
that  the  Director  wished  to  distance  himself  and  the  Agency  from  the 
matter.     Pean  then  asked  whether  I  was  sure  that  the  Agency  was  not 
involved.  I 

J  I  said  that  I  was  sure  that  none  of 
the  suspects  had  been  on  the  Agency  payroll  for  the  last  two  years. 

Dean  then  said  that  some  of  the  accused  were  getting  scared  and 
"wobbling".     I  said  that  even  so  they  could  not  implicate  the  Agency. 
Dean  then  asked  whether  there  was  not  some  way  that  the  Agency 
could  pay  bail  for  them  (they  had  been  unable  to  raise  bail).     He 
added  that  it  was  not  just  bail,   that  if  these  men  went  to  prison, 
could  we  (CIA)  find  some  way  to  pay  their  salaries  while  they  were 
in  jail  out  of  covert  -ction  funds. 
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I  said  that  I  must  be  quite  clear.     I  was  the  Deputy  Director 
and  as  such  had  only  authority  specifically  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Director  and  was  not  in  the  chain  of  command  but  that  the   great 
strength  of  the  Agency  and  its  value  to  the  President  of  the  nation 
lay  in  the  fact  that  it  was  apolitical  and  had  never  gotten  itself 
involved  in  political  disputes.     Despite  the  fact  that  I  had  only 
been  with  the  Agency  a  short  time.    I  knew  that  the  Director  felt 
strongly  about  this. 

I  then  said  that  big  as  the  troubles  might  be  with  the  Watergate 
Affair,    if  the  Agency  were  to  provide  bail  and  pay  salaries,    this 
would  become  known  sooner  or  later  in  the  current  "leaking" 
atmosphere  of  Washington  and  at  that  point  the  scandal  would  be 
ten  times  greater  as   such  action  could  only  be  done  upon  direction 
at  the  "highest  level"  and  that  those  who  were  not  touched  by  the 
matter  now  would  certainly  be  so. 

Dean  seemed  at  first  taken  aback  and  then  very  much 
impressed  by  this  argument  and  said  that  it  v/as  certainly  a  very 
great  risk  that  would  have  to  be  weighed.     I  repeated  that  the 
present  affair  would  be  small  potatoes  compared  to  what  would 
happen  if  we  did  what  he  wanted  and  it  leaked.     He  nodded  gravely. 

I  said  that,    in  addition,    the  Agency  would  be  completely 
discredited  with  the  public  and  the  Congress  and  would  lose  all 
value  to  the  President  and  the  Administration.     Again  he  nodded 
gravely. 

He  then  asked  if  I  could  think  of  any  way  we  (CLA.)  could  help 
I  said  I  could  not  think  of  any  but  I  would  discuss  the  matter  with 
the  Director  and  would  be  in  touch  with  him.     However,   I  felt  that 
I  was  fully  cognizant  of  the  Director's  feelings  in  this  matter. 
He  thanked  me  and  I  left. 


VtrnonA.   Walters 
f-.ieutenant  General,   USA 
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At  1145  on  27  June   1972,    I  saw  John  Dean  at  his  office  in  the 
Executive  Office  Building. 

I  told  him  that  I  had  spoken  to  Director  Helms  and  found 
that  what  I  had  said  to  Dean  the  previous  day  did  indeed  reflect 
Helms'  views  accurately.     That  he  felt  any  involvement  of  the 
Agency  would  be  most  counter  productive  and  furthermore,  we 
had  a  legislative  constraint  about  the  expenditure  of  our  funds 
within  the  United  States.     We  had  to  clear  them  with  the 
Chairmen  of  the  CIA  Oversight  Connmittees  in  both  House  and 
Senate.     This  visibly  lessened  his  enthusiasm. 

I  then  repeated  my  arguments  that  this  caper  while 
presently  seeming  very  large  would  be  overtaken  by  other 
spicier  developments.     Unfortunate  though  its  consequences 
might  be  currently.   Agency  involvement  by  direction  at  the 
highest  level  would  undoubtedly  become  known  sooner  or  later 
and  would  then  reach  to  people  who  were  still  uninvolved.     He 
nodded.     I  said  that  my  mind  boggled  that  such  risks  as  those 
involved  in  this  caper  could  have  been  taken  for  such  an 
unremunerative  target.     Involving  the  Agency  would  transform 
what  was  now  a  medinm-aized  conventional    explosive  into  a 
multi -megaton  explosion  and  simply  was  not  worth  the  risk  to 
all  concerned. 

Dean  thanked  me  looking  glum  and  said  he  agreed  ■with  my 
judgment  in  all  of  these  matters. 


Vernon  A.   Walters 
Lieutenant  General,   USA 
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7.      On  June  28,  1972  John  Ehrllchman  met  with  John  Dean  at  the  White 
House.  Ehrllchman  approved  Dean's  contacting  Herbert  Kalmbach,  the 
President's  personal  attorney  and  a  Presidential  campaign  fundraiser, 
to  ask  Kalmbach  to  raise  funds  for  the  Watergate  defendants.  Kalmbach 
flew  to  Washington  during  the  night  of  June  28,  1972,  and  the  following 
morning  Dean  met  Kalmbach  and  asked  Kalmbach  to  raise  and  distribute 
such  funds.  Dean  indicated  that  Kalmbach  should  raise  from  $50,000  to 
$100,000,  and  Kalmbach  accepted  this  assignment.  Kalmbach  has  testified 
that  he  acted  in  the  belief  that  these  payments  were  necessary  to  dis- 
charge a  moral  obligation  that  had  arisen  in  some  manner  unknown  to 
him  by  reason  of  earlier  events . 
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Mr.  EnuLTciiiiAX.  AYell,  of  course,  the  President  has  many,  manj' 
cliannels  of  information  in  and  he  pives  instructions  to  a  number  of 
people  besides  me  on  a  whole  range  of  subjects.  So  I  wouldn't  want  you 
to  have  the  impression  that  lie  depenrled  on  me  as  the  sole  source  of  liis 
information  or  the  sole  conduit  for  liis  instructions,  cither  one. 

I  became  aware  of  a  very  active  concern,  aiul  a  very  active  practice 

on  the  part  of  Air.  Dean  ami  his  collea-rue.  Mr.  Fielding,  to  counsel 

people  who  had  in  some  way  been  associated  with  the  special  unit  in 

one  way  or  another,  that  when  they  were  interviewed  by  the  FBI, 

tlus  was  a  subject  that  was  impressed  bv  the  President  with  a  very 

high  security  classification.  That  would  "have  been— the  FBI  really 

was  conducting  inter\'iews  in  the  White  House  in  the  month  of  June    . 

and  on  into  July.  I  think  they  finished  for  all  practical  purposes  their 

intensive  investigation  in  the  White  House  during  the  month  of  July. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Would  he  not  normallv  have  expressed  his  concern 

to  you,  whether  or  not  he  was  getting  any  information  from  you,  since 

he  looked  to  you  for  supervision  of  this  group?  Would  he"ha\e  not 

expressed  his  concern  to  you  about  in  effect,  vour  former  employees « 

Mr.  EiiRi.icH  ji A  X.  Would  he  not  ? 

Mr.  TiiOMPSox.  Did  he  not? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  can't  recall  that  he  ever  did,  Mr.  Thompson. 
Mr.  Tho.mrsox.  I  believe  you  did  state  that  early  on.  vou  felt  like 
you  had  standing  instructions  that  these  matters  of  national  security 
involving  the  plumbers  were  matters  which  were  not  to  be  exposed. 
Mr.  EHKLiciniAX.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  a  ven'  clear  recollection  of  a 
conversation  with  the  President  around  the  first  of  1971,  in  which  he 
made  that  very,  very  clear. 

Mr.  Thompson.  But  you  had  no  personal  concern  until  March  of 
this  year  that— what?  Either  that  those  matters  would  be  e.xposed  or 
if  they  were  exposed,  that  they  would  have  any  significant  repercus- 
sions? 

Mr.  EiiRUCiiMAX.  I  think  the  former.  I  had  rested  secure  in  a  pas- 
sive sense— this  wasn't  something  that  was  on  my  mind  a  great  deal. 
But  I  had  felt  that  this  was  a  set  of  sul>jects  of  real  delicacy  in  terms 
of  national  security  and  that  really,  if  there  were  any  subjects  that 
woiilcl  not  be  talked  about  freely  or  find  their  wav  into  the  public 
domain,  that  this  is  one  of  those  sets  of  subjects  that  would  not.  And  I 
didn  t  have  any  conscious  concern  that  anybody  involved  in  it,  Hunt 
and  Liddy  included,  would  have  told  those-^^ — 

Mr.  TiroMPSox.  When  did  you  first  become  aware  of  the  fact  that 
money  was  being  raised  to  pay  Hunt,  among  others? 

Mr.  Ehrliciijiax.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  knew  who  money  was  being 
raised  for  in  any  specific  sense.  You  have  asked  me  about  Hunt 
Mr.  TnoMPSox.  The  Watergate  defendants  ? 

Mr.  EiiRLicinrAx.  Yes,  I  was  aware  that  there  was  a  need  for  a 
defense  fund,  attorneys'  fees  fimd. 

Mr.  TiioMPSox.  W]\en  did  that  come  to  your  attention? 
Mr.  Ehrijchmax.  It  must  have  been  late'  in  June  and  it  came  to  me 
through  Mr.  Dean,  who  said  that  the  defendants  were  losing  their 
attorneys,  attorneys  were  quitting,  they  were  not  being  paid.  John 
^Iitchell  felt  vers-  strongly  that  it  was  important  to  have  good  legal 
representation  for  these  defendants  for  a  number  of  reasons— for 
political  reasons,  but  also  because  we  had  these  civil  damage  suits  that 
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had  been  filed  by  the  Democrats  against  the  Coininittee  for  the  Re- 
Election  and  the  Kepiiblicaiis. 

JNIr.  Thojipsox.  What  do  you  mean  "for  political  reasons"? 

Mr.  EiiRnciiJCAX.  Well,  just  tliat  if  *^hcrc  were  to  be  a  trial  and  it 
were  to  take  place  before  the  election,  that  obviously,  that  trial  would' 
have  some  political  impact  and  good  representation  was  simply 
.essential.  : 

Mr.  Thompsox.  IIow  would  money  help  in  that  regard?  Motions  for 
continuances  or— — 

Mr.  EiiRLicHMAX.  Money  woidd  help  to  retain  attorneys.  At  least, 
that  was  my  understanding  of  the  concept. 

Mr.  TiioMPSox.  It  certainly  would  do  that  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Evidently. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  ^\liat  about  later  on  ?  Did  it  come  to  your  attention 
that  there  were  increasing  pressures  by  Hunt  specifically  for  money, 
more  money  for  himself  and  his  attorneys? 

Mr.  EiiRLiciiMAX.  I  don't  think  I  became  aware  of  that  until  some- 
time after  the  1st  of  the  year.  Then  it  came  not  in  the,  not  so  much  in 
the  money  sense  where  Hunt  was  concerned,  but  it  related  to  this 
episode  of  his  trying  to  make  contact  with  Mr.  Colson  to  satisfy  him- 
self that  Colson  was  still  standing  by  him  and  that  he  was  still  his 
friend,  and  this  kind  of  thing.  It  was  not  until  we  got  into  about  the 
20th  of  March  that  I  became  aware  that  Hunt  was  in  fact  making 
strong  money  demands. 

Mr.  Thompson'.  You  didn't  have  any  discussions  with  anyone,  Dean 
or  anyone  else,  during  all  this  period  of  time,  about  Hunt  in  fact  was 
threatening  to  blow  the  lid  off  unless  his  money  demands  were  met? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  No,  I  don't  believe  so. 

Mr.  Thompson".  You  drew  no  distinction  in  your  mind  between 
Hunt  and  Liddy  and  the  Cuban-Americans?  They  were  all  just  one 
package? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  As  two  groups  ? 

Mr.  Thompson-.  Yes.  You  didn't  feel  like  it  was  any  more  impera- 
tive that  Hunt  and  Liddy  had  sufficient  funds  to  hire  good  lawyers 
to  make  them  happy  than  for  the  Cuban-Americans? 

^Ii\  Ehrlichjiax.  No.  And  it  was  not,  obviously,  to  make  them 
happy  and  it  was  for  the  purpose  that  I  have  stated. 

^Nlr.  Thompson'.  Humanitarian  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  "Well,  no;  I  conceived  of  this  as  being  like,  you 
know,  the  Daniel  EUsberg  defense  fund  and  the  Angela  Davis  defense 
fimd  and  the  Berrigan  brothers  defense  fund.  It  is  apparenth'  a  com- 
monplace of  American  life  these  days  that  these  kinds  of  funds  are 
created  and  that  people  do  donate  to  them. 

Mr.  Thompson'.  Is  it  your  understanding  that  this  particular  de- 
fense fund  was  going  to  be  secret  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  No,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Dean  told  me  that 
there  was  a  public  defense  fund  being  created  in  Florida  right  around 
this  time. 

Mr.  Thompson'.  But  this  was  not  the  one  that  Mr.  Kalmbach  was 
engaged  in,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  This  was,  as  I  understood  it,  one  that  had  been 
generated  within  the  Cuban  conjnumity  down  there. 
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Mr.  Thompsox.  But  is  that  not  somethin<r  completely  separate  and 
apai-t  from  wliat  ilr.  Kalnibach  was  doing?  Didn't  ^Ir.  Kalnil)ach 
come  to  you  and,  in  essence,  tell  you  that  he  was  raising  monev  and 
ask  if  it  was  all  right  ? 

Mr.  EnRuciiiiAX.  Well,  not  quite  in  tliose  terms,  but  I  had  a  con- 
conversation  with  Mr.  Kahnbach  about  the  fact  that  he  was  raising 
money  for  attorneys"  fees. 

Mr.  Thompson'.  Give  us  the  essence  of  tJiat  conversation,  if  you  can. 
Wien  did  it  occur  and  what  was  said  ? 

Mr.  EHRf.icHjNtAN.  It  occurred  on  July  14  out  in  his  oifice  in  New- 
port Beach.  That  was  a  Friday  afternoon.  I  stopped  at  his  office  on 
my  way  fronr  the  western  AVliite  House  back  to  the  place  that  I  was 
staying,  which  was  on  farther  north,  and  he  showed  me  his  offices. 
AVe  talked  about  the  California  political  situation,  which  he  was 
then  very  concerned  about,  on  which  he  had  a  number  of  ideas.  And 
he  mentioned  to  me  in  the  course  of  that  get-together  that  he  was  now 
raising  money.  He  said  it  rather  philosophically,  because  we  had  had  a 
conversation  back  sometime  in  February  or  March  in  which— 

Mr.  Thompson.  How  do  you  talk  about  raising  money,  philosoph- 
ically? [Laughter.] 

Mr.  EiiRLicHMAN.  Well,  this  way :  He  had  hoped  to  get  out  of  the 
money-raising  business  the  first  of  April  and  we  had  hatched  a  rather 
elaborate  plot  to  get  him  out  of  the  money-raising  business  and  it  was 
that  Bob  Haldeman  and  I  would  be  his  defense  when  Maury  Stans 
and  John  Jlitchell  asked  him  to  get  back  into  the  fundraising  again. 
He  said  he  had  had  that  activity  and  he  had  been  at  it  a  couple  of 
times  in  Presidential  campaigns  and  he  reallv  wanted  to  do  other 
kinds  of  things  to  be  helpful. 

So  we  agreed  that  when  he  was  approached  by  Mr.  Stans  or  Mr. 
Mitchell,  that  he  would  say,  and  we  would  back  him  up,  that  he  was 
going  to  do  political  chores  for  the  White  House  on  assignment. 

He  was  philosophical  about  it  in  the  sense  that  it  was  sort  of,  well, 
maybe  you  have  heard 

Mr.  Thompson.  Could  I  ask  you  this  ? 

Mr.  EiiRLicHMAX  [continuing].  I  am  back  raising  money  again. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Pardon  me  for  interrupting.  Could  I  ask  you  this: 
He  testified  essentially  that  he  looked  into  your  eyes  and  said,  "John, 
I  Imow  your  family,  you  know  my  family,  is  this  the  thing  to  do,  is  it 
all  right?" 

You  said,  "yes,  Herb,  it  is." 

Now,  did  that  happen  ? 

Mr.  EHRi.iciurAN.  I  am  sure  that  if  he  had  looked  into  my  eyes  and 
I  had  looked  into  his  eyes  and  we  had  invoked  the  names  of  our  wives, 
I  am  sure  I  would  remember  that  solemn  occasion  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  don't  remember. 

I  would  never  in  my  life  ask  Herb  Kalmbach  to  do  anything  that 
Ijhought  was  shady  or  improper,  certainly  not  illegal.  And  if  Herb 
Kalmbach  had  ever  said  to  me,  "Do  yf)u  voiich  for  the  propriety  or  the 
legality  of  what  I  am  doing,"  I  would  have  been  very,  very  slow  to  make 
any  assurance  to  Herb  without  a  lot  of  re^^earch  to  satisfy  myself.  And 
that  IS  why  I  am  pretty  sure  that  that  kind  of  request  was  not  made 
of  me  and  I  did  not  make  a  response,  because  I  never  did  have  occasion 
to  research  it  o-  find  out  about  it. 
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Mr.  Thompson.  Dean  had  alrcadj'  talked  to  you  about  it  previously, 
though  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  "Well,  he  had  talked  to  me  about  it.  lie  .said, 
"Look,  I  am  going  to  see  if  we  can  get  Herb  Kalmbach  wound  up  to 
raise  some  attorney's  fees  for  John  ^litchell,  who  says  we  have  really 
got  to  do  it  for  the  reasons  tliat  I  have  stated."  He  said,  "if  he  checks 
with  you,  back  me  up  on  this.'' 

Now,  it  happened  that  he  did  not  check  with  me.  Herb  did  not  call 
me  and  we  did  not  talk  about  it  until  he  was  well  into  the  project.  As 
I  say,  it  was,  as  I  recall,  the  14th  of  July  when  we  first  discussed  it.  And 
the  balance  of  the  conversation,  after  he  said,  as  I  say,  rather  resigned- 
ly, that  he  was  back  in  this,  that  he  was  using  Tony  Ulasewicz  to  carry- 
cash — and  I  got  the  impression  that  he  was  carrying  cash  from  Cali- 
fornia to  the  East  and  I  may  be  mistaken  about  that,  but  I  related  that 
to  Dean's  very  brief  conversation  with  me  before  about  this.  There  was 
no  solicitation  of  him  to  me,  is  this  OK  for  me  to  do  or  anything  of 
that  sort  at  that  time. 

Now,  he  was  in  my  office  again  back  here,  what,  12  days  later,  I  guess 
it  was,  on  the  26th.  and  my  log  shows  that.  T  do  not  know — he  made 
periodic  visits  and  he.  would  come  in  and  he  would  have  a  whole  list  of 
things  tliat  lie  wanted  to  talis,  about,  and  we  would  go  down  his  li.st. 
It  may  be  that  tliis  business  was  on  it,  but  I  am  just  morally  certain 
that  there  was  no  such  request  of  him  that  I  vouch  for  the  activity  nor 
was  there  any  vouching  on  my  p."  rt. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Mr.  Elirlichman,  I  would  like  to  conclude.  Now  the 
reason  I  am  probing  tliis  area  with  regard  to  your  frame  of  mind  at  the 
time  is  this:  It  appears  to  me  that  if,  say,  the  break-in  at  the  psychia- 
trist's office  of  Daniel  Ellsberg  was  n  lefifitimate  matter,  a  matter  con- 
cerning national  security  and  was  held  under  your  interpretation,  I 
presume,  of  t  ie  implied  powers  of  the  President  under  the  Constitu- 
tion; if  you  felt  this  way,  and  if,  in  fact,  tlie  President  had  instructed. 
you  for  x.ational  security  reasons  to  see  tliat  those  matters  were  not  un- 
covered or  exposed  in  the  investigation  of  the  "Watergate,  then  all  of 
these  other  matters  would  seem  to  follow  as  a  matter  of  course,  the 
other  matters  you  responded  to,  this  business  about  telling  Dean  to 
deep-six  the  Hunt  documents;  the  b-.siness  about  seeing  that  money 
was  raised  or  helping  to  see  that  money  was  raised  \k.  keep  the  defend- 
ants quiet;  this  business  about  offering  Hunt  Executive  clemency  or 
the  President  offering  Hunt  Executive  clemency  and  I  know  you  want 
to  respond  to  all  of  those,  but  I  am  interested  in  how  you  felt  at  the 
time.  If,  first  you  did  feel  like  the  previous  activities  of  the  Plumbers 
were  legitimate  and  legal,  and,  second,  the  President  did  give  you 
the  instruction  wliich  he  says  he  gave  you,  then  would  not  these  matters 
follow  as  a  matter  of  course,  and  would  you  have  any  reason  to  deny 
them? 

Mr.  Ehrliciiman.  Mr.  Thompson,  without  getting  into  all  of  these 
specific  misstatements  of  truth,  let  us  look  at  what  I  did  do  when  the 
President  gave  me  tlie  instruction  back  in  the  first  of  1972.  with  re- 
gard to  holding  confidential  tlie  activities  of  that  special  luiit.  What 
I  did  do  was  to  contact  the  people  wlio  were  involved,  that  is,  Krogh, 
and  Young  primarily,  and  say,  "This  is  the  President's  decision,  this 
is  his  determination,  he  does  not  want  this  talked  about.  It  is  confiden- 
tial, it  is  secret,  it  is  not  to  be  discussed." 
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was  going  to  be  involved.   I  didn't  really  think  that  ray 
second  meeting  was  going  to  chantjs  the  results  of  that. 

Q    Did  there  coma  a  time  when  Mr.  Mitchell  asked  you 
to  seek  your  superiors'  permission  to  go  ahead  and  contact 
Mr.  Kalmbach  about  becoming  involved  in  raising  money  for  the 
defendants? 

A    Yes.   He  specifically  asked  me  to  check  with  Mr. 
Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  as  to  the  use  of  Mr.  Kalmbach. 
Q    Do  you  recall  any  comments  that  he  made  on  that 
occasion? 

A    Yes,  I  do.   1  recall  —  well,  where  it  happened. 
It  was  in  his  office  at  the  re-election  committee  —  I  should 
say  his  law  office  over  in  the  scuna  building. 

I  was  standing  by  his  desk,  and  he  said  to  me  that 
I  should  go  ahead  cuid  check  with  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  aboul, 
using  Kalmbach  because  he  thought  that  they  would  be  very 
interested  in  seeing  this  problem  dealt  with. 

Q  ,   Did  you  in  fact  seek  the  approval  of  both  Mr. 
Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

A    Yes,  I  did.   I  sought  it  and  received  it. 
Q    Uadyou  ever  asked  Mr.  Kalmbach  in  the  past  totake 
on  any  fund  raising  assignment? 
A    Never  had. 

0    Had  you  ever  asked  him  to  take  on  any  assignment? 
A    No. 
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Q    Do  you  recall  whether  he  had  notes  or  some  kind  of 
written  material  from  which  he  made  this  accounting? 

A  Yes.  He  had  a  small  slip  of  paper  which  he  had  been 
carrying  in  his  wallet.  He  took  this  small  piece  of  paper  out 
of  his  wallet  and  had  written  in  a  very  small  print  these 
figures  and  he  read  them  to  LaRue. 

1  don't  recall  whether  LaRue  made  any  notes  or  not, 
but  after  Kalmbach  had  done  his  reporting,  there  was  sort  of 
a  ceremonial  burning  of  the  piece  of  paper  in  an  ashtray  on  my 
desk. 

Q    Mr.  Kalmbach  burned  the  paper  himself? 

A    Yes. 

Q    Now  diiring  July,  August,  and  September  of  1972,  did 
the  demands  that  were  being  communicated  from  the  defendants 
continue? 

A    Yes,  they  did. 

Q    Mr.  Dean,  was  it  on  account  of  these  continuing 
demands  that  Mr.  Kalmbach  had  to  raise  additional  money  as  time 
went  along? 

A    That's  correct. 


Q    To  your  own  personal  knowledge,  who  knew  about  the 
payments  that  were  being  made  to  the  defendants? 

A    Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  Mr.  Mitchell,  of  course 
Kalmbach. 

Q    I  tcike  it  you  personally  had  conversations  with  Mr. 
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LaRue  and  Mr.  Mitchell  about  it? 

A    Yes. 

Q  And  you  initially  had  gotten  approval  for  the  opera- 
tion from  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

A    That's  correct,  and  Haldeman. 

Q  Did  you  subsequently  discuss  how  this  was  going  with 
Mr.  Ehrlichraan  on  occasion? 

A    It  came  up  on  a  regular  basis. 

Q    On  a  regular  basis? 

A    Yes. 


Q    And  at  this  time,  prior  to  the  indictment  on 
September  15th,  did  you  ever  have  a  discussion  abouta  Cuban 
defense  or  a  Miami  defense  fund  that  had  been  set  up? 

A    I  don't  recall  when  the  discussion  of  the  defense 
fund  really  came  out.   It  was  certainly  something  that  was 
being  kicked  around  long  before  it  actually,  I  understand,  was 
created. 

There  was  no  such  actually  operating  defense  fund  to 
my  knowledge,  and  it  was  always  assumed  that  it  would  be  one 
of  the  best  fundraisings  in  the  world  because  it  had  a  sure 
sources  of  money. 

Q    But  at  this  time  this  was  being  talked  about,  if  at 
all,  as  a  future  possibility? 

A    In  September,  you're  saying? 

Q    July,  August,  September. 
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a  discussion  of  the  need  for  support  money  in  exchange  for  the  silence 
for  the  men  in  jail  and  if  the  CIA  could  not  do  it  they  would  have  to 
find  money  soine\\l!ere  else.  Mr.  LuRue  indicati^d  tliat  ^Ir.  Staiis  had 
only  a  small  amount  of  cash.  I  believe  he  said  $70,000  or  $80,000,  but 
more  would  be  needed.  After  some  discussion  which  I  cannot  recall 
with  any  specificity  at  this  time,  Mitchell  asked  me  to  cet  the  appro\-al 
of  Haldeman  and  I'^hrlichman  to  use  ^Ir.  Herbert  Kalmbach  to  raise 
the  necessary  mone\'.  Before  I  departed  the  meeting  I  remembered  that 
Mr.  Mitchell,  in  an  aside  for  my  ears  only,  told  me  that  the  White 
House,  in  particular  Ehrlichman,  should  be  very  interested  and  anx- , 
ions  to  acconunodate  the  needs  of  these  men.  He  was  referring  to  ac- 
tivities that  they  had  conducted  in  the  past  that  related  to  the  White 
House,  such  as  the  EUsberg  break-in. 

I  conveyed  this  request  to  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  and  they  told 
me  to  proceed  to  contact  ]\Ir.  Kalmbach.  I  called  ]Mr.  Kalmbach  on 
June  28,  and  told  him  that  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  and  ititchcll  had 
requested  that  he  come  back  to  Washington  as  quickly  as  possible.  He 
told  me  he  would  take  the  next  flight. 

I  met  Mr.  Kalmbach  at  the  ^Mayflower  Hotel  on  June  29.  We  first 
met  in  the  coffee  shop,  but  could  not  find  sufficient  privacy  to  talk, 
so  we  went  to  his  room.  I  had  always  been  very  open  in  my  deal- 
ings with  Mr.  Kalmbach,  and  I  knew  that  he  had  stated,  after  hf> 
completed  his  fundraising  activities  prior  to  April  7,  1972,  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  engage  in  any  further  fundraising  acti\ities.  so  I  told 
him  everything  I  knew  about  the  case  at  that  time,  including  my  con- 
cern that  it  might  involve  the  President  himself,  but  I  did  not  know 
that  for  a  fact.  I  also  told  him  that  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  and 
]\Iitchell  felt  it  was  verj-  important  that  he  raise  the  n^oney.  I  told  him 
that  per  iMitchell's  instructions  he  should  contact  Fred  LaRue  as  to 
the  amounts  needed  and  the  timing.  I  knew  that  Kalmbach  was  not 
happy  with  this  assignment,  and  he  said  he  was  undertaking  it  only 
because  Mitchell,  Haldeman.  and  Ehrlichman  had  so  requested.  I  do 
not  know  if  Mr.  Kalmbach  discussed  this  with  any  of  these  persons, 
but  given  the  nature  of  the  request,  I  did  not  expect  him  to  take  it  on 
my  word  alone.  I  had  never  before  given  instructions  to  Kalmbach  to 
raise  any  money  or  ne\er  passed  on  any  similar  instructions  to  him. 

Subsequent  to  our  meeting,  Kalmbach  informed  mo  he  was  depart- 
ing to  raise  the  money,  but  he  wanted  Tony  Ulasewicz  to  handle  any 
deliveries  because  ]\Ir.  Ulasewicz  was  the  only  man  he  would  trust.  He 
said  that  he  did  not  have  his  telephone  number  and  I'cquested  that  I 
call  Jack  Caulfield  and  request  that  Mr.  Ulasewicz  call  him  in  Cali- 
fornia. I  called  Caulfield  and  made  the  request,  but  I  did  not  tell 
Caulfield  the  reason  Kalmbach  wanted  to  have  Mr.  Ulasewicz  call  him. 

Within  a  week  or  so,  Kalmbach  returned  to  Washington  and  re- 
quested that  I  meet  him  in  Lafavette  Park,  which  T  did.  He  said  that 
I  could  report  to  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  that  he  had  raised  the 
money  and,  in  fact,  he  said  he  had  it  in  his  briefcase  with  him,  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  he  told  nie  he  was  en  loute  to  meet  'Mi:  T'lase- 
wicz,  but  wanted  me  to  know  the  iob  was  done.  Followiu'r  that  meeting 
and  several  davs  later,  as  I  recall,  he  called  me  and  said  that  lit>  had 
asked  Fred  LaRue  to  come  to  my  office  to  gire  hiui  the  details  of  who 
was  to  get  how  much.  T  recall  that  such  a  meeting  did  occur  in  mv  office, 
but  I  was  on  and  off  the  telephone  while  LaRue  and  Kalmbach  were 
going  over  the  figures  and  I  have  absolutely  no  recollection  of  the 
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and  in  Arizona.  In  1967,  tlic.  present  firm  of  Kalmbach,  DeiMarco, 
Knapp  &  Chillingwortli  was  founded  with  ofllces  in  Los  Angeles 
and  Newport  IkacJi.  Also,  for  more  than  20  years,  I  have  been  active 
in  political  woric — particularly  in  recent  years  in  the  area  of  campaign 
finance. 

Since  early  1969, 1  have  been  engaged  in  activities  on  the  President's 
behalf  in  three  major  areas. 

First,  it  has  been  the  source  of  great  pride  and  personal  satisfaction 
to  me  and  to  my  partners  to  have  had  the  responsibility  for  handling 
personal  legal  matters  for  President  Nixon  and  members  of  his  imme- 
diate family  for  the  past  4  years.  During  this  period,  practically  all 
of  the  contacts  that  I  had  relative  to  these  matters  were  handled 
through  either  John  Ehrlichman  or  John  Dean. 

Second,  I  acted  as  trustee  during  the  period  from  January'  of  1969 
to  early  February  of  1972  for  certain  surplus  funds  which  had  accrued 
principally  from  the  primary  period  of  the  1968  campaign.  While 
Maurice  H.  Stans  was  the  individual  with  whom  I  dealt  at  the  time 
I  accepted  such  trusteeship,  I  disbursed  from  such  funds  only  at  they 
express  direction  of  H.  R.  Haldeman  or  others  clearly  having  the 
authority  to  direct  such,  disbursements. 

Third,  I  agreed  to  solicit  earlj'  pledges  of  financial  support  for  the 
President's  197:2  campaign  beginning  in  November  of  1970.  This  as- 
signment was  completed  in  the  spring  of  1972.  The  original  records  of 
this  activity  were  turned  over  to  the  finance  committee  after  Mr.  Stana 
had  assumed  the  post  of  finance  chairman  on  February  15,  1972.  I 
thereupon  directed  my  secretary'  to  destroy  my  files  which  were  wholly 
personal  and  supportive  of  the  original  files  earlier  transferred  to 
the  finance  committee.  This  action  on  my  part  was  intended  to  insure 
the  continued  confidentiality  of  the  contacts  that  I  had  had  with 
various  contributors  with  whom  I  had  dealt  during  this  period.  Copies 
of  what  remaining  records  I  have  and  such  bank  records  as  I  hav"e  been 
able  to  retrieve  have  been  supplied  to  the  committee's  staff  prior  to  my 
appearance  here  today. 

Finally,  I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to  deny  any  prior  knowledge 
of  the  Watergate  break-in,  in  or  participation  in,  the  formulation  of 
any  planned  conspiracy  to  cover  up  that  incident  or  act  of  campaign 
sabotage  or  unethical  activity.  My  actions  in  the  period  immediately 
following  the  break-hi  which  involved  the  raising  of  funds  to  pro\'ide 
for  the  legal  defense  of  the  Watergate  defendants  and  for  the  support 
of  their  families  were  prompted  in  the  belief  that  such  was  proper  and 
necessary  to  discharge  what  I  assumed  to  be  a  moral  obligation  that 
had  arisen  in  some  maimer  unknown  to  me  by  reason  of  earlier  events. 
Tlie  fact  that  I  had  been  directed  to  undertake  these  actions  b}-  the 
No.  2  and  No.  3  men  on  the  Wnite  House  staff'  made  it  absolutely 
incomprehensible  to  me  that  my  actions  in  this  regai'd  could  have  been 
regarded  in  any  way  as  improper  or  unethical. 

I  am  here  before  you  today  to  tell  the  truth  about  my  activities  dur- 
ing the  period  in  question.  It  is  not  my  purpose  to  testify  for  or  against 
any  individual.  I  wish  to  cooperate  fully  with  the  committee,  and  in 
that  spirit,  I  am  now  ready  to  answer  your  questions  to  the  very  best 
of  my  ability. 

Thank  you. 

Mr.  Dash.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Kalmbach. 
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Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  it  -was. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  Hud  a  lot  of  interest  wlien  you  were  there  at 
the  committee  couceriiiiiijtliat  incidents 

Mr.  Kalmuach.  "Well,  a^aiii,  Mr.  Dash,  it  was  a  topic  ot:  discus- 
sion, and  I  know  that  I  did  talk  about  it,  but  it  was  nothing  more 
than  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  iUl  rio;ht  after  that  meeting,  you  returned  to  California? 

Mr.  Ivjvjlmbach.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  receive  a  telephone  call  from  Mr.  John 
Dean  on  June  28  ? 

Mr.  KLxLMBACH.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  D.vsH.  And  what  did  he  tell  you  on  the  telephone  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  As  I  remember  the  telephone  conversation,  Mr. 
Dean  called  me.  It  was  in  the  early  afternoon,  midafternoon,  on  the 
28th.  He  told  me  that  it  was  a  matter  of  extreme  importance  that  I 
return  to  or  come  back  to  Washington,  preferably  by  the  first  avail- 
able flight,  to  undertake  a  very  important  assignment. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  what  did  jou  do  in  response  to  that  call  ? 

Mr.  Kalotjach.  I  took  a  10  or  10:15  or  10:30  flight  that  night. 

Mr.  Dash.  Arriving  in  Washington  when? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Arriving  in  Washington  at  6,  6 :15,  6 :30,  the  follow- 
ing morning. 

Air.  Dash.  Now,  what  did  you  do  next,  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  then  took  a  cab  into  town  and  checked  into  the 
Statler-Hilton  Hotel. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  then  meet  Mr.  Dean,  either  at  that  time  or  a 
later  time  that  day  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  after  I  checked  in  and  changed,  I  think  prob- 
ably I  had  some  breakfast,  I  called  ]Mr.  Dean  around,  as  I  can  best  re- 
call, around  9  in  the  morning  in  his  office  in  the  Executive  Office 
Building. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  what  transpired?  What  was  the  call  about?  Wliat 
did  Dean  say,  what  did  you  say,  and  what  followed? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  It  seems  that  in  recalling  that  conversation,  I  told 
him  that  I  am  here  in  Washington  at  the  Statler,  and  I  can  come  over 
to  your  office  right  now  if  that  is  what  you  wish. 

He  replied,  "No,  you  are  at  the  Statler,  I  am  here  at  the  Executive 
Office  Building,  whv  don't  we  both  start  walking  and  meet  in  front 
of  the  Hay-Adams  Hotel  ?" 

I  said,  "all  right."  This  had  never  happened  before,  but  it  was  a  nice 
day  and  I  said,  "all  right,  I  will  do  that ;  I  will  meet  you  in  front  of  the 
Hay- Adams,"  and  then  left  the  hotel. 

I  was  there  about  9 :30. 1  would  guess,  and  I  think  I  saw  him  coming 
up  through  the  park  and  I  suggested  that  we  have  coffee  at  the  Hay- 
Adams.  He  said,  "No,  let's  just  walk  in  the  park,"  which  we  did. 

We  walked  for  a  time  and  I  recall  that  he  put  his  foot  up  on  the 
bench  and  made  some  wide  gestures,  indicating  to  me  that  I  should 
do  likewise,  which  I  am  not  certain  that  I  understood  what  he  meant 
by  that,  but  I  recall  that  very  clearly. 

Mr.  Dash.  He  made  wide  gestures  and  asked  you  to  do  likewise? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Wide  gestures,  well,  indicating  that  perhaps  we 
were  being  observed.  I  don't  understand,  but  I  do  remember  that  he 
did,  in  fact,  do  that,  and  suggest  to  me  that  I  do  likewise. 
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Mr.  Dash.  You  would  certainly  be  a  greater  target  of  observation 
if  you  were  making  wide  gestures,  would  you  not? 

Mr.  Kaljib.vcii.  I  would  think  so. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Well,  wliat,  actually,  did  you  and  Mr.  Dean  discuss? 
"V^Hiat  did  he  say  to  you.  other  than  making  gestures? 

Mr.  Kaoibach.  Well,  he  indicated  tliat  the  reason  for  this  call  and 
for  my  coming  back  to  Washington  was  that  it  was  necessar>-  to  talk 
to  me  about  a  very  important  assignment,  namely  that,  he  said — he 
used  the  editorial,  "We," — "We  would  like  to  have  you  raise  funds 
for  the  legal  defense  of  these  defendants  and  for  the  support  of  their 
families."' 

Mr.  Dash.  "When  you  say  these  defendants,  nov/ 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  The  AVatergate 

Mr.  Dash.  These  were  the  seven  defendants,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Liddy, 
Mr.  McCord,  ^Ir.  Barker,  ilr.  Sturgis,  Mr.  Gonzales 

Mr.  K-\L>rBACH.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  knew  that  they  were  for  all  of  these  defendants? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  just  remember  that  he  said  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants at  that  time  and  I  was  not  even  certain  at  that  point  in  time  that 
I  even  knew  their  names. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Did  you  ask  him  any  questions  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  I  did.  I  recall  that  in  my  conversation  with 
him,  I  asked  whether  or  not  it  would  not  be  perhaps  preferable  to  have 
a  public  committee  formetl  to  raise  fimds  for  these  people  and  for 
these  purposes.  And  also,  T  recall  that  I  wondered  aloud  about  whetlier 
or  not  maybe  they  could  mortgage  homes  or  raise  funds  in  that  way 
until  a  public  committee  could  be  established.  His  answer  to  that  was 
that  there  was  no  time  for  this,  that  a  public  committee  might  be  mis- 
interpreted, and  he  just  waved  it  aside  and  pressed  on  with  his  request. 

ilr.  Dash.  Did  he  tell  you  how  much  money  might  be  involved? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  My  recollection  is  that  he  indicated  $.50,000  to 
$100,000  for  this  assignment. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  stress,  since  he  had  indicated  to  you  that  a  public 
eft'ort  might  be  misinterpreted,  did  he  stress  that  this  had  to  be  com- 
pletely secret? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  he  made  a  veiy  strong  point  that  there  was  ab- 
solute secrecy  required,  confidentiality,  indicating  that  if  this  became 
Imown,  it  might  jeopardize  the  campaign  and  would  cause  misinter- 
pretation as  to  the  reasons  for  raising  these  funds  and  for  the  help  of 
these  people. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  since  you  were  to  raise  these  fimds.  how  would  you 
know  how  much  was  to  be  given  to  which  defendants?  Was  there  a 
discussion  about  that  ? 

^[r.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  there  was. 

]\[r.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  about  that  ? 

]Mr.  Kai,5ibach.  After  he  had  made  the  request.  I  asked  him  if  I. 
when  T  raised  the  funds,  shnidd  I  give  them  to  him  for  distribution, 
and  he  said,  no,  not  to  me.  And  he  indicated,  I  think,  Mr.  F-aKue  would 
l)e  the  person 

^Iv.  Dasil  Is  that  Mr.  Fred  LaRue? 

^Tr.  K.\r.MUACiL  ^Ir.  Fred  LaTvue  would  be  the  person  who  would  be 
gi\ing  me  directions  in  this  assignment  as  to  .-^pocitic  amounts  and 


L 


(155) 


8.      On  or  about  June  28,  1972  Magruder  met  with  Herbert  Porter,  who 
was  In  charge  of  the  CRP  surrogate  speakers  program,  and  asked  Porter 
to  corroborate  to  the  FBI  a  false  story  that  CRP  had  paid  Liddy  $100,000 
to  conduct  lawful  intelligence  projects  to  prevent  disruption  of  cam- 
paign speeches  by  radical  groups .  Porter  agreed  to  repeat  the  false 
story  to  FBI  agents.  Porter  has  testified  that  he  felt  a  deep  sense 
of  loyalty  to  the  President  and  was  appealed  to  on  this  basis. 
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somewlieie  between  siOo.noo  ami  $125.0OO.  approxiniiiti'ly.  That  was 
my  frues-stimate. 

Mr.  Porter  indicated  tluit  he  had  distributed  about  S20,()0()  or  $:5(),000 
to  Mr.  Liddy,  ao  I  assumed  that  Mr.  Sloan  pi-obably  distributed  some- 
where under  $100,000. 

Now,  I  will  fully  admit  that  I  had  hoped  that  the  figure  svas  as  low- 
as  possible  and  we  all  hoi)ed  that  it  was  low.  Mr.  Sloan  would  not  tell 
me  what  the  figui-e  was.  He  refused  to  tell  me  the  figure.  He  said,  I 
cannot  tell  you  the  figure. 

I  said,  just  tell  me  what  it  is  so  wc  can  work  on  the  solution  of  this 
problem.  If  we  do  not  know  how  much  you  gave  Mr.  Liddy,  how  can 
we  determine  what  the  money  went  f or  ? 

On  the  third  meeting,  he  and  I  went  out  and  had  a  couple  of  drinks 
and  he  still  would  not  discuss  the  facts  of  this  situation  with  me.  I  did 
not  at  that  time  or  in  any  of  tliose  meetings  ask  him  to  do  anything 
relating  to  money  other  than  tell  me  what  the  figure  was  and  that  I 
hoped  it  was  a  low  figure.  And  I  certainly  did  hope  it  was  a  low  figure. 
But  I  had  no  problem  accepting  a  higher  figure,  oecause  I  thought  we 
could  work  something  out  relating  to  any  figure  within  reasonable 
limits. 

I  think  the  real  problem  was  that  he  knew  it  was  $199,000  and  I  was 
aghast  at  that  figure,  because  there  was  no  wa^-  Mr.  Liddy  should  have 
received  that  much  money  in  that  short  period  of  time.  It  was  only 
21/^  months  since  its  approval. 
■  Mr.  D.vsH.  Now,  Mr.  Magruder,  you  said  you  needed  some  of  this 

information  to  work  out  a  solution.  Is  it  not  tnie  that  sometime  after 
the  time  you  returned  to  Washington  from  California  and  during  the 
months  of,  say,  Jime,  July,  or  August,  that  there  came  a  time  when 
you  agreed  to  make  up  a  story  about  how  the  break-in  and  the  bugging 
took  place  and  who  was  involved  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes.  I  want  to  state  here,  though,  that  there  was 
never  any  feeling  on  my  part,  no  one  asked  me  to  do  an^-thing.  I  per- 
sonally felt  that  it  was  important  to  be  sure  that  this  story  did  not 
come  out  in  its  true  form  at  that  time,  as  I  think  did  the  other  partici- 
pants.j^o  I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  no  one  coerced  me  to  do  anything. 
I  volunteered  to  work  on  the  coverup  story. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  But  on  your  volunteering  to  woi'k  on  it,  who  participated 
■with  you  without  coercing  you  in  the  working  up  of  the  fabricated 
story  ? 

Mr.  M.\GRUDER.  Well,  there  were,  from  the  time  of  the  break-in  to  my 
second  grand  jury  appearance  and  then  actually  into  my  tliird  grand 
jury  appearance  in  September,  a  series  of  meetings.  These  meetings  do 
not  appear  on  my  calendar  because  they  were  ad  hoc  meetings,  they 
were  not  planned  meetings.  They  were  mainly  held  in  Mr.  Mitchell's 
office.  The  main  participants  typically  were  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  LaRue, 
iSIr.  Mardian,  and  Mr.  Dean,  although  many  other  people  met  in  these 
meetings.  ]\[uch  of  the  meetings  would  be  on  subjects  that  were 
perfectly,  I  think,  acceptable  to  discuss. 

You  know,  it  is  \evy  hard  for  me  to  pinpoint  exactly  when  and  how 
we  came  up  with  the  coverup  story,  but  it  became  apparent,  when  we 
found  out  the  sums  were  in  the  >i200,0<")0  range,  that  we  had  to  come  up 
with  a  very  good  story  to  justify  why  Mr.  Liddy  would  have  spent  that 
amount  of  money  on  legal  activities. 
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ifr.  Dash  mat  was  that  story,  Mr.  Alagrudor,  that  vou  finallv 
came  up  with  ?  "  -  . 

Mr.  Magsuder.  "VVhat  we  did  was  we  simply  took  factual  activity 
that  we  had  asked  :\rr.  Liddy  to  do  and  we  exajrfreiatod  to  a  Treat 
P.S'oOO     '""''"'''  °*  '"''''^^'  ^P*""*  ^"  ''^°^e  activities  to  the  tune  of  the 

I  asked  Mr.  Porter  to,  would  he  be  willins'  to  work  with  us  on  this 
covenip  story  and,  as  he  has  testified,  he  indicated  that  lie  did 

|?loO  000  by  indicating  that  :Mr.  Liddy  had  le-al  projects  for  us  in  the 
intelhgence  field,  and  we  worked  over  this  story  with  Air  Mitchell 
Mr  Dean  Mr.  LaRue,  and  Mr.  Mardian,  althou-h  Mr.  Mardian  has 
participated  to  a  much  lesser  e.xtent  with  me  than  the  othei-s  did  Mv 
primary  contacts  on  the  story  were  Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  iNfitchell  "  " 
Mr.  Dash.  All  of  these  persons  that  vou  have  named— vou  finallv  did 
arrive  at  the  story  and  they  knew  in  fact  what  actually  had  occurred ' 

Mr.  iUoRin)ER.  Yes ;  they  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  why  the  story  required  that  the  break-in 
involvement  be  cut  off  at  Mr.  Liddy  and  not  at  vou  ? 

Mr.  MvGRtJDER.  Well,  there  was  some  discussion  about  me  and  I 
v-olunteered  at  one  point  that  maybe  I  was  the  guw  who  ou<rht  to  take 
the  heat,  because  it  was  going  to  get  to  me,  and  we  Icnew  that  And 
1  think  It  was.  there  were  some  takers  on  that,  but  basically  the 
decision  was  that  because  I  was  in  a  position  where  thev  k-new  that 
1  had  no  authority  to  either  authorize  funds  or  make  policy  in  that 
committee,  that  if  it  got  to  me,  it  would  go  liigher.  miereas  MV  Liddv 
because  pf  his  past  background,  it  was  felt  that  that  would  be  believ- 
able that  Mr.  Liddy  was  truly  the  one  who  did  originate  it  And  of 
course,  it  was  true,  I  think,  that  Mr.  Liddy  did  originate  the  plan, 
was  basically  the  one  who  did  come  up  with  these  ideas  in  specific 
terms.  ^ 

»  We  felt  that  was  more  believable  than  somebody  like  m^-self  who 
did  not  have  any  background  in  this  area  authorizing  these"  kinds  of 
sums  of  money  and  authorizing  this  type  of  program  when  it  was 
knov.-n  full  well  throughout  the  committee  and  T\nute  House  that  I 
had  no  such  authority. 

^x^^'^jP?^-  ^"^^^  ^'^  y^"  ^*^l  t^'s  story  that  was  developed  to 
-Mr.  Parkinson  and  Mr.  O'Brien,  who  were  representing  the 
committee?  ^  a       ^^ 

Mr.  Magruder.  After  July  4,  Mr.  ALardian  brought  :\rr.  Parkinson 
into  my  office  and  said  to  me  that  he  would  like  me  to  tell  the  true 
story.  I  said,  •  ^  ou  mean  the  true  story"— which— you  know,  at  that 
t|me,  we  were  dealing  in  a  number  of  stories,  and  he  said,  ''Xo ;  T  want 
the  true  story." 

I  then  for  2  hours,  I  think,  told  Mr.  Parkinson  the  true  story 

Mr  Dash.  But  later,  you  then  told  Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Park-in- 
•son  the  story  that  had  been  dcNcloped  and  agreed  to  bv  the  other 
parties  you  mentioned? 

Mr.  ifAGRTTDER.  Ycs :  that  is  correct. 

yiv.  Dash.  Wlien  Avere  you  first  called  before  the  grand  iurv   Mr 
Magnider?  "  j     .  •  -     • 
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Mr.  Porter.  All  of  it. 

Mr.  DoRSEX.  How  hnve  you  now  ari'ived  at  the  figure  you  have 
just  given  us? 

Mr.  Porter.  I  have  had  ample  opportunity  to  go  back  and  recall 
as  best  I  know  how  each  of  the  transactions  in  which  I  went  and  got 
money  from  Mr.  Sloan  and  gave  it  to  others,  and  to  the  best  of  my 
ability  I  have  come  up  with  those  figures. 

Mr.  DoRSEx.  And  is  it  your  best  recollection  and  knowledge  that 
you  received  from  Mr.  Sloan  a  total  of  appro-^imately  S69,000? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  DoRSEX.  Mr.  Porter,  when  did  you  first  become  aware  of  the 
break-in  at  the  Watergate? 

Mr.  Porter.  Saturday,  June  17,  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Mr.  DoRSE.v.  And  briefly  how  did  you  become  aware? 

Mr.  Porter.  Well,  sir,  that  was  a  weekend  which  we  were  having 
a  large  party  at  a  private  residence  in  California  for  a  lot  of  the 
celebrities  who  were  going  to  be  supporting  the  President  during  the 
campaign,  and  it  was  on  that  trip  that  apparently  the  word,  the  news 
broke-Saturday  morning  here  and  was  relayed  to  some  of  the  campaign 
officials  with  whom  I  was  traveling  at  the  time  and  I  learned  it  from 
them. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Following  the  break-in  at  the  Watergate,  did  you 
have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Jeb  Magnider  concerning  any  state- 
ments you  might  make  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Where  and  when  did  this  conversation  occur? 

Mr.  Porter.  I  would  say  that  approximately  10  or  11  days,  I  am 
not  sure  of  the  e.\act  date,  whether  it  was  June  28  or  the  29th,  but  in 
that  time  frame,  Mr.  Magruder  asked  me  to  come  in  to  his  office, 
which  I  did.  He  shut  the  door  and  he  told  me  that  he  had  just  come 
from  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  LaRue,  himself,  and  a  fourth 
party  whose  name  I  cannot  remember,  where  ray  name  had  been 
brought  up  as  someone  who  could  be,  what  was  the  term  he  used, 
counted  on  in  a  pinch  or  a  team  player  or  words  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.   You  are  now  recounting  what  Mr.  Magruder  told  you. 

Mr.  Porter.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Please  continue. 

Mr.  Porter.  He  said  that  I  believe  at  that  time  Mr.  Liddy  had 
been  fired  from  the  campaign.  He  said  it  was — "apparent"  was  the 
word  he  used — that  Mr.  Liddy  and  others  had  on  their  own,  illegally 
participated  in  the  break-in  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee, 
and  Mr.  Magruder  swore  to  me  that  neither  he  nor  anybody  higher 
than  Mr.  Liddy  in  the  campaign  organization  or  at  the  White  House 
had  any  involvement  whatsoever  in  Watergate,  at  the  Watergate 
break-in,  and  reinforced  that  by  saving,  "Doesn't  that  sound  like 
something  stupid  that  Gordon  would  do?"  and  you  have  to  know 
Mr.  Liddy,  I  agreed  with  that.  [Laughter.] 

He  said,  "I  want  to  assure  you  now  that  no  one  did."  He  said, 
however,  "There  is  a  problem  with  some  of  the  money.  Now,  Gordon 
was  authorizet!  money  for  some  dirty  tricks,  nothuig  illegal,  but 
nonetheless,  things  that  couUl  be  very  embarrassing  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  and  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  Mr.  Haldeman  and 
others.  Now,  your  name  was  brought  up  as  souieone  who  we  can  count 
on  to  help  in  this  situation,"  and  I  asked  what  is  it  j'ou  are  asking 
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me  to  do,  and  he  said,  "Would  j-oii  corroborate  a  story  that  the 
money  was  authorized  for  something  a  little  bit  more'  legitimate 
sounding  than  dirty  tricks,  even  though  the  dirtj-  tricks  were  legal,  it 
still  would  be  very  embarrassing.  You  are  aware  that  the  Democrats 
have  filed  a  civil  suit  against  this  committee."  I  said,  "Yes,  I  have 
read  that  in  the  paper."  He  said,  "Do  you  know  what  immediate 
discoverj-  is?"  I  said,  "I  do  not.  They  may  get  immediate  discovery, 
which  means  they  can  come  in  at  any  moment  and  swoop  in  on  our 
committee  and  take  all  of  the  files  and  subpeua  all  of  the  records 
and  }-ou  know  what  would  happen  if  they  did  that."  I  conjured  up 
in  my  mind  that  scene  and  became  rather  e.xcitable  and  knew  I  didn't 
want  to  see  that.  So  I  said,  "Well,  be  specific,"  and  he  said,  "Well, 
you  were  in  charge  of  the  surrogate  campaign,  you  were  verj-  con- 
cerned about  radical  elements  disrupting  rallies,  and  so  forth,"  and  I 
said  yes,  and  he  said,  "Suppose  that  we  had  authorized  Liddy  instead 
of  the  dirty  tricks,  we  had  authorized  him  to  hifiltrate  some  of  these 
radical  groups.  How  could  such  a  program  have  cost  8100,000?"  And 
I  thought  verj-  quickly  of  a  conversation  I  had  had  with  a  young 
man  in  California  in  December,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  and  I  said,  "Jeb, 
that  is  very  easy.  You  could  get  10  college-age  students  or  24-  or 
25-year-old  students,  people,  over  a  period  of  10  months."  Mr. 
Magrtider  had  prefaced  his  remark  by  saying  from  December  on.  And 
I  said,  "Y'ou  can  pay  them  81,000  a  month  which  they  would  take 
their  expenses  out  of  that,  and  that  is  8100,000.  That  is  not  very 
much  for  a  845  million  campaign."  And  he  said,  "Now  that  is  right; 
would  you  be  willing,  if  I  made  that  statement  to  the  FBI,  would  you 
be  willing  to  corroborate  that  when  I  came  to  you  in  December  and 
asked  you  how  much  it  would  cost,  that  that  is  what  you  said?" 
That  was  the  net  effect,  the  net  of  his  question.  I  thought  for  a  moment 
and  1  said,  "Y'es,  I  probably  would  do  that."  I  don't  remember  saying 
yes,  but  I  am  sure  I  gave  Mr.  Magruder  the  impression  I  would 
_probablj'  do  that  and  that  was  the  end  of  the  conversation. 

Mr.  DoRSEX.  Now,  Mr.  Porter,  did  the  conversation  you  agreed  to 
tell  the  FBI  actually  take  place? 

Mr.  Porter.  Sir? 

Mr.  DoRSEx.  Did  the  conversation  which  you  agreed  with  Mr. 
Magruder  that  vou  would  tell  to  the  FBI  actually  take  place  in 
December  of  197"'l? 

Mr.  Porter.  No,  sir;  it  did  not  take  place  in  December. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Later,  did  you  tell  the  FBI  what  Mr.  Magruder  asked 
you  to  tell  them? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  And  subsequent  to  that,  did  you  appear  before  a 
Federal  grand  jury? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DoESEN.  Were  you  asked  about  the  surrogate  candidate  pro- 
gram? 

Mr.  Porter.  Y'es,  sir. 

Mr.  DoRSEX.  \Miat  did  you  tell  the  Federal  grand  jur}'? 

Mr.  Porter.  The  same  thing. 

Mr.  Dorse.n".  Were  you  a  witness  at  the  trial  of  the  seven  defendants 
who  were  indicted  in  the  Watergate  case? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dorsex.  And  did  you  give  the  same  account? 
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him  since  his  client  was  the  one  who  in  effect  had  asked  me  to  do 
that  it  would  be  helpfid  if  he 

Senator  Ervix.  Now,  did  Mr.  Sharp  tell  you  that  they  could 
arrange  for  you  to  see  the  district  attorney  before  Mr.  Magruder? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir.  He  stated  specifically  if  we  decide  that  Jeb 
should  go  down  and  see  Silbert,  we  would  certainly  give  you  the 
courtesy  of  going  first.  Those  were  his  e.xact  words. 

Senator  Ervi.v.  Then  you  met  Mr.  Magruder  and  found  out  from 
him  that  he  had  already  been  to  see  Silbert? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin'.  Now,  did  you  consult  a  lawj'er  friend  of  yours  after 
you  were  asked  by  Magruder  to  lie? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Senator  Ervin.  You  asked  him  what  he  would  do  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  he  said  he  would  probabl}'  lie  for  the  President? 

Mr.  Porter.  Those  words  were  not  used,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ervin.  What  words  were  used? 

Mr.  Porter.  I  stated  to — I  went,  right  after  Mr.  Magruder  had 
had  this  discussion  with  me  in  late  June,  I  went  to  a  friend  of  mine 
who  happens  to  be  a  lawyer,  but  I  did  not  go  to  him  because  he  was 
a  lawj'er;  to  share  an  experience,  I  think,  and  I  stated  what  Mr. 
Magruder  had  said  to  me.  We  talked  about  it. 

I  think  you  have  got  to  protect  yourself  back  a  little  bit  in  a  period 
of  time.  This  was  in  the  heat  of  the  battle  or  the  campaign.  Here 
were  two  loyalists  talking  between  the  prospect  of  having  the  Demo- 
crats, our  '.'enemy"  come  into  our  camp  and  bust  our  whole  campaign 
wide  open.  I  was  not  concerned  about  bad  things,  I  was  concerned 
about  things  Uke  polling  and  State  strategy  and  research  and  adver- 
tising and  all  these  other  things  that  could  be  made  public. 

So  I  told  him  what  Mr.  Magruder  had  asked  me  to  do.  He  made  a 
comment  to  me.  He  said,  after  thinking  about  it,  he  said — by  the  way, 
I  think  another  important  thing,  if  I  may  digress  just  momentaril}-, 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  it  is  very  important  that  both  of  us,  me 
particularly,  since  I  am  the  one  involved,  believed  Mr.  Magruder, 
had  no  reason  to  mistrust  him  at  all,  that  neither  he  nor  anybody 
else  was  involved  in  the  Watergate.  And  he  specifically  said  that  it 
was  important  that  the  investigation  be  confined  to  the  Watergate, 
and  I  did  not  think  that  I  was  being  asked  to  do  anything  in  connection 
with  the  Watergate  break-in  at  all. 

My  friend  said  to  me — I  think  he  was  speaking  rather  rhetorically. 
He  said,  what  difference  does  it  make  whether  the  monej"  was  author- 
ized for  this  purpose  or  this  purpose  if  what  they  are  apparently 
saj'ing  is  that  Liddy  diverted  funds  and  went  off  and  did  something 
illegal?  If  one  thing  is  going  to  embarrass  the  President  and  the  other 
one  is  not,  he  said,  I  would  not  do  it  for  Mitchell  and  I  would  not  do 
it  for  Haldeman,  but  I  would  do  it  for  the  boss.  And  that  is  the  feeling 
I  had  at  the  time. 

Senator  Ervin.  Was  that  before  you  testified  before  the  grand  jury? 

Mr.  Porter.   Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  Who  was  the  lawA  er  who  told  you  that? 

Mr.  Porter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  respectfully  prefer  that  I 
not  have  to  give  his  name  at  this  time.  My  la\%yer  knows  who  it  is. 
He  is  not  involved  in  this  in  any  way.  Unless  j^ou  insist  on  it,  I  wouW 
prefer  not  to. 
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Senator  Baker.  And  the  fear  of  not  being  a  teani  player  was  strong 
enough  to  suppress  your  judgment  on  what  action  you  should  take  if 
you  considered  an  action  improper,  if  not  illegal? 

Mr.  Porter.  Well,  I  never  considered  any  action  up  to  that  point 

illegal.  No.  1.  However,  I  was 

Senator  B.^ker.  Do  you  think  an  organization,  a  political  organiza- 
tion, should  be  so  anonymous,  so  military  and  obedient,  so  careful  for 
the  concerns  of  peer  approval  that  it,  each  and  every  member  of  that 
organization,  at  least  up  until  a  certain  point  and  level  in  the  organiza- 
tional chart,  completely  abdicates  his  conscience  and  judgment? 

Mr.  Porter.  No,  sir;  I  certainly  do  not. 

Senator  B.a.ker.  What  caused  you  to  abdicate  your  own  conscience 
and  disapproval,  if  you  did  disapprove,  of  the  practices  or  dirty  tricks 
operation? 

Mr.  Porter.  Well,  Senator  Baker,  my  loyalty  to  this  man,  Richard 
Nixon,  goes  back  longer  than  any  person  that  you  will  see  sitting  at  this 
table  throughout  any  of  these  hearings.  I  first  met  the  President 

Senator  Baker.  I  really  very  much  doubt  that,  Mr.  Porter.  I  have 
known  Richard  Nixon  probably  longer  than  you  have  been  alive,  and 
I  really  expect  that  the  greatest  disservice  that  a  man  could  do  to  a 
President  of  the  United  States  would  be  to  abdicate  his  conscience. 

Mr.  Porter.  I  understand,  Senator. 

I  first  met  Mr.  Nixon  when  I  was  8  years  old  in  1948,  when  he  ran 
for  Congress  in  my  home  district.  I  wore  NLxon  buttons  when  I  was 
8  and  when  I  was  10  and  when  I  was  12  and  when  I  was  16.  iviy 
family  worked  for  him;  my  father  worked  for  him  in  campaigns,  my 
mother  worked  for  him  in  campaigns.  I  felt  as  if  I  had  known  this  man 
all  my  life — not  personally,  perhaps,  but  in  spirit.  I  felt  a  deep  sense 
_of  loyalty  to  him.  I  was  appealed  to  on  this  basis. 
"""Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Porter,  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt  you  at  this 
point.  We  have  a  warning  bell  on  a  rollcall.  I  know  I  will  return.  When 
we  do,  I  know  you  will  continue  this. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Baker  [presiding].  I  might  say  that  the  chairman  \vill  be 
here  shortl}'.  I  understand  from  the  chairman's  representative  that 
it  was  his  uish  that  we  reopen  the  hearings  and  continue. 

Mr.  Porter,  I  reiterate  what  I  said  eariier,  I  am  in  no  way  trying 
to  be  antagonistic  to  you,  I  have  no  animosity  toward  you,  I  am 
trying  to  probe  for  a  state  of  mind  and  the  institutional  arrangements, 
the  structuring,  the  situation  that  produced  what  would  appear  to 
me  to  be  an  abdication  of  one's  personal  judgment  of  what  is  right  or 
wTong  about  a  particular  set  of  activities.  That  incjuiry  was  frankly 
kicked  off  in  my  mind  by  the  designation  of  "dirty  tricks"  ^^^thin  the 
campaign  organization  itself,  by  a  situation  that  led  you  by  your 
testimony,  apparently,  to  conmiit  perjury. 

With  that  as  the  end  result,  I  hope  you  can  understand  why  I  am 
trying  to  probe  for  the  set  of  circumstances  that  led  a  young  man  to 
do  those  things. 

I  think  I  have  spent  most  of  my  questions.  I  think  that  I  am  at 
best  in  an  area  of  questionable  definition,  but  if  you  have  anything 
further  you  can  give  me  that  would  shed  light  on  why  you  agreed  to 
swear  falsely,  why  yon  closed  your  mind,  apparently,  to  undesirable 
conduct,  if  not  improper  conduct,  in  a  political  campaign,  the  com- 
mittee would  be  grateful  for  it. 
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Mr.  DoRSEN.  Now,  Mr.  Porter,  you  have  stated  today  that  at  no 
time  did  you  request  immunity  from  the  U.S.  attorney's  office  and,  in 
fact,  I  know  you  have  not  requested  immunity  from  this  committee; 
is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Porter.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  And  I  assume  also  that  you  have  no  desire  to  be 
indicted  for  perjury;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Porter.    Yes,  sir,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Could  you  please  tell  the  committee  why  then,  at  this 
time  did  you,  or  I  assume  your  counsel,  seek  immunity? 
^^Ir.  Porter.  I  guess,  Mr.  Dorsen,  that  would  really  have  to  go,  to 
answer  that  question  fully  I  would  have  to  go  back  to  Senator  Baker's 
rather  searching  questions  on  Thursday.  No  matter  how  much  a  person 
prepares  he  thinks  he  is  prepared  to  answer  a  question  like  that  and 
it  turns  out  when  he  is  faced  with  it  he  fumbles  a  bit  and  I  have  done 
a  lot  of  reflecting  on  those  questions  and  why  I  did  what  I  did  and  why 
I  am  here  doing  what  I  am  doing  now.  That  many  of  the  reasons  that 
the,  the  normal  reasons  that  you  read  about  in  the  newspaper  and  you 
hear  about  that  people  do  things  like  that  were  not  present  m  my  case. 
I  did  not  do  it  for  money,  I  did  not  take  a  bribe,  I  did  not  do  it  for 
power,  I  did  not  do  it  for  position,  I  did  not  do  it  to  hide  anything  I 
had  done  because  I  did  not  think  I  had  done  anything.  And  yet,  on 
the  other  hand,  there  were  three  or  four  factors  that  probably  weighed 
and  I  caimot  put  any  percentage  on  them  of  which  weighed  more  and 
which  toppled  me  over  onto  the  other  side.  My  vanity  was  appealed 
to  when  I  was  .told  my  name  had  come  up  in  high  counsels,  and  I  was 
an  honest  man  and  I  made  a  good  appearance  and  that  sort  of  thing. 
My  loyalty  was  appealed  to,  to  the  President.  It  was  the  heat  of  the 
campaign,  a  campaign  as  I  am  sure  everyone  of  you  Senators  know  was 
an  abnormal  situation,  you  react,  you  act  and  react,  you  spend  most 
of  your  time  reacting,  and  I  was,  I  think  all  of  those  thmgs  coupled 
with  what  I  have  found  out  to  be  a  weakness  in  my  character  quite 
frankly,  to  succumb  to  that  pressure,  all  added  up  to  my  tippmg  over 

to  that  side.  -     j    u      ii. 

Having  discovered  that  weakness,  and  having  determmed  that  the 
context  in  which  what  I  did  has  been  put,  the  first  thing  I  told  my 
attorney,  I  said  I  want  to  go  down  and  I  want  to  tell  the  truth  and  I 
do  not  want  to,  you  know,  hide  behuid  a  darned  thing  and  I  have  not 
tried  to  make  any  deals  with  anybody  and,  as  I  say,  I  have  not  come 
to  this  committee  to  do  so.  Senator  Baker  used  the  word  atonement 
the  other  day,  perhaps  that  is  what  I  am  doing,  I  do  not  know.  I  will 
let  others  judge  that  but  that  is  the  way  I  feel  and  that  is  what  I  am 
doing. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  I  have  no  further  questions  at  this  time. 

Senator  Gurney.  Mr.  Chairman,  could  I  have  one  question  1 
would  like  to  put  to  the  witness? 

Senator  Ervin.  Yes. 

Senator  Gurxey.  From  time  to  time  these  people  that  you  em- 
ployed in  the  prank  or  sabotage  department  made  reports  to  you,  did 

they  not?  , 

Mr.  Porter.  On  a  couple  of  occasions,  I  believe  they  \\Tote  letters 

and  explained  what  it  was  thev  had  done;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gur.vey.  I    am   not    interested   in    the   substance   of   the 

reports.  Did  they  make  reports  to  you  by  phone  conversations? 
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9.      On  June  29,  1972,  after  Kalndiach  agreed  to  undertake  the  fund- 
raising  assignment,  he  telephoned  Maurice  Stans  and  told  him  he  needed 
from  $50,000  to  $100,000  for  an  Important  and  confidential  White  House 
assignment.   Later  that  day  Stans  delivered  $75,000  In  $100  bills  to 
Kalmbach  In  Ralmbach's  hotel  room.  The  next  day  Kalmbach  delivered 
the  funds  to  Anthony  Ulasewlcz,  who  previously  had  undertaken  assign- 
ments for  the  White  House.   Kalmbach  told  him  that  the  funds  were  for 
the  Watergate  defendants,  that  the  payments  would  be  In  absolute 
secrecy  and  that  contact  between  Kalmbach  and  Ulasewlcz  would  be  from 
phone  booths  using  alias  names . 
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specific  individuals.  And  as  I  can  best  recall  this  conversation,  I  was  a 
little  perplexed  on  tliis  because  I  did  not  know  these  people  at  all. 
And  it  is 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  Fred  LaRue  ? 

.Mr.  IvALiiBACH.  Well.  I,  ((f  collide,  knew  Frerl  IjaRue  hat  casually. 
But  as  to  how  to  distribute  these  funds — then  again,  my  best  recollec- 
tion is  that  he  indicated  at  tliat  point  that  perhaps  Mr.  IJlasewicz 
might  be  the  one  to  act  as  the  distributor  for  the  funds. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  this  Tony  Ulasewicz  ? 

ilr.  Kaljibach.  Yes,  sir,  it  is. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  that  the  Tony  Ulasewicz  who  has  testified  before  this 
committee  before  ? 

Mr.  ILvLiiBACH.  It  is. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  Tony  Ulasewicz  ? 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Had  you  worked  with  him  in  the  past  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  had  met  with  him  two  or  three  times  total  from 
mid-1960  until  approximately  October  1, 1971,  and  I  had  three  conver- 
sations, two  or  three  conversations,  during  that  period. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  confidence  that  Mr.  Ulasewicz  was  the  kind 
of  person  who  could  be  useful  in  this  kind  of  assignment  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  AVell.  I  knew  that  he  had  been  acting  and  imdei'- 
taking  assignments  for  the  White  House  for  that  period  and  I  certainly 
knew  that  he  had  tlie  confidence  of  whoever  it  was  that  he  was  working 
with,  and  when  he  mentioned  Mr.  Ulasewicz  as  someone  to  do  this,  I 
said  that  I  would,  I  certainly  would  have  confidence  in  him. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  whether  or  not — did  you  know  what  kind 
of  assignments  he  had  undertaken  for  the  AYhite  House  before? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Xo.  sir;  I  did  not,  Mr.  Dash. 

INIr.  Dash.  But  you  knew  that  he  would  be  somebody  that  you  could 
have  confidence  in  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  I  knew  that  he  was  a  retired  Xew  York  City 
police  officer  who  was  competent  and  I  was  certain  that  he  was  some- 
one that  could  be  trusted  and  I  would  be 

Mr.  Dash.  WTio  other  than  Mr.  Dean  were  you  thinking  of  when  you 
say  they  would  have  confidence?  Did  you  mean  Mr.  Haldeman? 

^Ir.  Kalmbach.  AVell,  whoever  he  was  talking  for.  He  was  using  the 
editorial  "we"  all  the  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  W^ell,  if  he  was  talking  for  anybody  over  in  the  White 
House,  who  did  he  work  with  most  often,  to  your  knowledge  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Mr.  Dean  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  W^ell,  he  worked  with  practically  everyone  in  the 
White  House.  But,  of  course,  principally 

Mr.  Dash.  "Wiio  above  him  ? 

Mr.  IvALarBACH.  He  reported  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman.  And  he  also 
worked  closely  with  Mr.  Haldeman.  He  did  not  mention  their  names 
in  this  conversation. 

]\Ir.  Dash.  Have  you  ever  been  given  any  other  assignment  of  this 
nature  in  the  past? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  After  meeting  with  Mr.  Dean,  what  did  you  do?  Did  you 
indicate,  first,  that  you  would  accept  this  assignment  from  Mr.  Dean? 

Mr.  ICvLMBACH.  I  did. 
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Mr.  Dasic.  And  you  did  accept  it  under  tlie  basis  that  if  Mr.  Dean 
was  asking  you  as  the  President's  counsel,  that  lie  had  authority  to 
askyoufoi-tliat? 

Mr.  K.vLJtB.vcir.  Absolutely.  I  Jiad  laiown  ^Iv.  Dean  since  mid-1970, 
and  I  liad  complete  trust  in  the  man  and  knowing  that  he  was  counsel 
to  the  President. 

Mr  Dash.  All  right,  then,  you  accepted  this  assignment.  ^Vhat  did 
you  do  right  after  that  meeting  with  Mr.  Dean? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  walked  back  to  the  Statler-Hilton  and  I  think 
withm  a  matter  of  minutes  after  I  was  back  at  the  hotel  I  called  Mr. 
Stans. 

Mr.  D^ASH.  What  did  you  say  to  Mr.  Stans? 

Mr.  IvALiiBACH.  I  toid  hini  that  I  had  been  given  a  special  assioTi- 
raent  requiring  as  much  cash  as  perhaps  he  would  have  available, 
and  I  think  I  mentioned  $.50,000  to  $100,000,  and  asked  him  if  it  wotild 
be  possible  that  he  could  help  me  in  this  assignment. 
Mr.  Dash.  T\Tiat  did  he  say  ? 

?^Ji"- Kalmbach.  He  said  that  he  would  see  what  he  could  do.  He 
said  that  he  would  have,  as  I  remember  it,  he  said  he  would  have  to 
go  to  a  safe  deposit  box  but  that  lie  would  meet  me  at  the  Statler- 
Hilton  in  my  room  early  in  the  afternoon. 
Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  meet  you  early  in  the  afternoon? 
Mr.  K\L5iBACH.  Yes,  sir,  he  did. 
Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  have  anything  with  him  ? 
Mr.  IvALMBACH.  Yes,  he  did.  He  had— he  gave  me  $75,100. 
Mr.  Dash.  How  were  they  packaged  ? 
Mr.  Ivalmbach.  It  was  in  $100  bills,  as  I  remember  it. 
Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  indicate  to  you  the  source  of  that  money,  Mr. 
Kalmbach?         -  •" 

Mr.  laLMBACH.  He  did.  As  to  $45,000  he  said  that  it  was  the  bal- 
ance of  the  $50,000  that  he  had  earlier  given  me.  He  said  that  he 
was  giving  It  to  me  now  but  he  did  not  indicate,  as  I  remember  it 
at  all,  the  source  of  the  balance  of  those  funds. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Stans  at  any  time  when  you  asked  for 
this  money,  when  you  received  it,  what  that  money  was  goine  to 
be  used  for?  "=      ^ 

Mr.  KvLUBACH.  No,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  Mr.  Stans  question  vou  as  to  whv  you  needed  the 
money  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Again,  Mr.  Dash,  when  I  talked  to  IMr.  Stans,  we 
had  Ivnown  each  other  a  number  of  years,  I  told  him  it  was  for  a 
very  important  assignment,  that  I  had  been  advised  that  it  was  in 
complete  confidence,  that  I  could  not  tell  him  the  nature  of  the  as- 
signment, that  he  would  have  to  trust  me.  and  he  said  "Of  course.  I 
do  trust  you,  Herb",  and  with  that  he  gave  me  the  funds. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right. 

Now,  what  did  you  do  with  the  inonev  that  Stans  gave  you? 

Mr.  IvALirBACH.  I  held  the  funds  until  the  following  daj"  when  I 
gave  them  to  ]Mr.  Ulasewicz. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  did  you  make  contact  with  Mr.  Ulasewicz  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbacii.  Wlien  I  had  met  with  iff.  Dean  I  recall  that,  it 
seems  to  me  that  I  asked  hiui  to  got  in  touch  with  ]Mr.  Caulfield  who 
he  knew  well,  and  who  knew  Mr.  I'lasewicz'  number  in  New  York, 
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and  to  ask  Mr.  Caultield  to  cull  me  and  give  me  tliat  mimber,  and 
tlien  I  would  call  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  and  that  is,  that  is  what  I  recall  that 
I  did.  I  rocoi\-ed  a  call,  and  then  called  Mr.  I'lasewicz  late  in  the  after- 
noon on  the — let  us  see,  it  was  tlie  i^iHh  and  asking  him  to  come  down  to 
^\'asliington  the  ne.xt  day,  on  the  VM\\. 

Mr.  D.\sir.  Did  }on  say  anytliing  on  tlie  telephone  as  to  wliy  he 
should  come  down  I 

Mr.  K.\t,Mi5.\(n.  Xo,  I  just  said  I  wanted  to  see  liim  for  a  special 
assignment. 

^Ir.  Dash.  Then  you  had  a  meeting  with  him  ? 

Mr.  K.vLMiiAcn.  Yes.  I  did. 

Mr.  D.ASH.  Where  did  you  meet  with,  him  ? 

Mr.  K.vLMBACH.  I  met  with  him  at  my  room  in  the  Statler-Hilton 
Hotel. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  j'ou  tell  ilr.  Ulasewicz  or  ask  him  to  undertake 
this  assigrunent? 

Mr.  Kalmb.vch.  Yes.  sir,  I  did.  I  told  him  exactly  what  Mr.  Dean 
had  told  me,  namely  that  this,  the  purpose  of  this  assignment  was  to 
provide  funds  for  these  dcfendasits.  for  their  legal  help  and  also  to 
provide  support  for  their  families,  and  I  .stressed  again  the  str.te- 
ment  that  Mr.  Dean  had  given  to  me  that  it  must  be  in  absolute  secrecy 
and  confidentiality,  and  he  thoroughly  imderstood  and  took  the  funds 
and  left  and  went  back  to  New  York. 

Mr.  Dash.  So  he  agreed  to  follow  out  this  aSvsignment  that  you  had 
requested  ? 

jlr.  Kai.mbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Prior  to  Mr.  Ulasewicz'  coming  down  did  you  again  meet 
with  Mr.  Dean  ? 

Mr.  KAL.MiiAcir.  Yes.  I  met  witli  him  Friday  morning  at  which 
time 

Mr.  Dash.  Friday  morning? 

Mr.  KALjrnACH.  At  wliich  time  I  told  him  that  I  had  contacted  Mr. 
Ulasewicz,  that  Mr.  Ulasewicz  would  be  in  Washington  that  after- 
noon and  that  I  had  i  aised  $75,100. 

^Ir.  Da^h.  A\niere  was  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Kai.mbach.  In  my  room  at  the  Statler. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  it  have  been,  ]\Ir.  Kalmbach,  that  you  first  had 
coffee  in  the  coffee  shop  witii  Mr. — this  was  the  Statler-Hilton  ] 

ilr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  it  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes,  could  you  first  have  met  in  the  cotfee  shop  and  then 
in  your  room? 

^Ir.  K.VLMBACH.  "Well,  it  could  have  been  but  my  recollection  is  that 
we  met  in  my  room. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  testified  that  you  met — when  yon  m.et  with  Mr. 
I'lasewicz  you  stressed  the  secrecy  that  Mr.  Dean  had  stressed  with 
you.  Did  you  arrive  at  any  methotl  with  Mr.  Ulasewicz  as  to  how  you 
would  carry  out  this  assignment,  under  a  covert  operation? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  tiie  only  method  was  that  we  would — it  was 
again  sti'cssed,  absolute  secrecy.  In  my  conversations  with  ^Ir. 
I'lasewicz  when  i  stres.sed  that,  in  our  talks  between  ourselves,  it  was 
agreed  tliat  we  sliould  use  telephone  booths,  talk  lietwecn  telephone 
booths  and,  of  coui-se,  as  it  later  became  procedure  that  in  his  con- 
versations with  various  of  these  people  to  whom  he  was — that  he  was 
contacting,  he  w^ould  use  an  alias. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Ulasewicz  would  use  an  alias? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  he  would. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  Mr.  Ulasewicz"  alias  was  durino-this 
transaction? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Xo.  I  think  there  were  several. 

Mv.  Dash.  Does  the  name  Rivere  make 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  That  was  one  of  those,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  sug^o^est  that  name  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  I  do  not  know  whether  he  did  or  whether 
I  did,  but  HI  our  conversation— but  then  back.  I  would  then  report  to 
either  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  LaPaie.  who  would  give  us  the  directions  or 
give  me  the  directions.  I  would  then  give  Mr.  Ulasewicz  the  direc- 
tions, he  would  then  make  the  contact  with  the  people. 
,,^^^"-  ^•^*"-  Under  your  direction  vour  conversation  would  be  with 
Mr.  Ulasewicz  on  the  telephone? 

Mr.  KLvlmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

^^F-  Dash.  And  they  would  be  from  telephone  booth  to  telephone 

ilr.  Kalmb.\ch.  Yes,  usually. 

Ar^^TrP"^^""  ^'^"'^^  ^'°"  J"^^  ^'^'®  ^^  ^  scenario  how  you  would  contact 
iVlr.  Ulasewicz  or  how  he  would  contact  you,  what  one  would  sav  to 
the  other,  and  how  you  would  do  it  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  if  there  is  a  tvpical,  and  I  don't  know  if  there 
is,  but  it  would,  I  would  receive  a  call  either  from  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr 
UaKue  with  instructions  to  get  x  amount  of  fimds  over  to  one  of  the 
defendants  or-  one  of  the  attorneys.  I  would  then  call  Mr.  Ulasewicz, 
and  so  inform  him; 

Mr.  Dash.  You  would  call  him  and  reach  him  at  his  home  niunber" 
iMr.  1C.\lmbach.  I  would  reach  him  in  New  York  at  his  home 
number. 

Mr.  Dash.  Wliat  would  you  tell  him  to  do? 

Mr  Kalmbach.  I  would  call  him  from  a  pay  phone.  He  would  then- 
he  told  me  the  number  of  another  pay  phone  and  15  minutes  later  I 
would  call  him  and  he  would  be  at  the  pay  phone. 

Mr.  Dash.  When  you  called  him  did  you  use  a  telephone  credit  card? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  No,  always  it  was  in  cash  and  it  was  using  a  o-ood 
number  of  quarters.  °      " 

alon^"«^"'*""  ^"""'»  "  ^°^  '^^  quartei-s  in  the  telephone  as  you  went 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr  Dash.  And  when  you  referred  to  particular  people  who  re- 
ceived, who  would  receive  that,  take  for  instance  Mr.  Hunt,  did  vou 
liave  a  particular  code  name  for  [Mr.  Hunt  ? 

Mr  Kalmbach   I  think  we  did.  I  think  we  called  [Mr.  Hunt,  just 
called  lum  '-The  Writer,"  he  had  been  an  author,  we  called  him  -The 
"t  ,  '■•.  }  ^'""1^  ^^'^^  called  Mrs.  Hunt  ''The  Writer's  Wife" 
,  1  don  t  know  tliat  we  had  any  other  names  for  anyone  else. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  ha\e  any  particular  code  name  for  the  money 
that  was  being  distributed  ?  ^ 

Mr.  Kalmbv(  II.  Xo.  If  tlieie  is  a  code  name  the  name  developed  in— 

'^-ul  l?V' r  V"' ,^^'^'"'  '''\''^  ^f '•■  ^ '•^'^'^^^i'^-'^  c^^nie  down  to  re'oive  the 
•w,  1  I  i'^^''=*'^  leoeived  from  Mr.  Stans.  he  came  into  the  room 

and  he  dnlii  t  have  a  bnoh-.so  with  him.  so  he  just  went  to  the  shelf 
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Mr.  Edmisten.  Yes.  When  wns  that? 

_  Mr.  St.vxs.  The  same  day  of  June  2:],  .Mr.  Sloan  had  balanced  out 
his  cash  account,  something  uliich  I  had  asked  him  to  <lo  as  early  as 
April  10  but  which  he  couldn't  do  because  he  was  waiting  for  the 
return  of  the  ])roceeds  of  the  various  checks  we  were  discussing.  He 
showed  a  balance  of  S81,000  of  cash  on  hand  and  expressed  some 
concern  about  it  because  he  was  going  on  vacation  and  under  the 
tense  situation  that  was  building  up  he  didn't  want  to  hold  the  cash 
in  his  custody.  We  discussed  it  and  concluded  that  the  funds  were  of  a 
nature  which  did  not  classify  them  as  funds  of  the  current  committees, 
tliat  they  were  more  prof)erly  funds  of  earlier  committees,  tliat  they 
were  not  part  of  what  we  had  to  account  for  in  an  audit  bj"  the  General 
Accounting  Office,  and  that  we  should  o;et  legal  advice. 

At  that  time  it  was  understood  withm  the  committee  that  Robert 
Mardian  had  been  brought  to  Washington  to  work  on  legal  matters 
that  were  current  at  the  time,  and  I  went  to  him  for  ad\-ice.  His  advice, 
after  he  learned  the  description  of  the  money,  was  to  get  the  money 
out  of  the  office  and  out  of  the  campaign  and  he  siigg-^sted  that  I  give 
it  to  Fred  LaRue.  Fred  LaRue  was  the  right-hand  man  of  John 
Mitchell,  assistant  to  Mitchell  as  campaign  director.  On  that  advice 
I  gave  the  money,  my  half  of  the  money  to  LaRue  and  Sloan  later 
gave  his  half  of  the  money  to  LaRue.  I  neglected  to  say  that  when 
Sloan  expressed  concern  about  having  that  much  money  in  his  custody, 
I  agreed  to  divide  it  \\Tth  him  so  that  there  would  only  be  about 
S40,000  in  each  parcel,  and  I  took  one  and  put  it  in  my  desk  and  he 
took  one  parcel  an'  took,  it  home.  I  gave  mine  to  LaRue  rather 
promptly,  at  the  first  opportunity.  Sloan  went  on  vacation  to  Bermuda 
for  about  10  daj^s,  and  gave  his  money  to  LaRue  upon  his  return. 

Now,  there  is  some  uncertainty  as  to  whether  that  monev'  passed 
through  Mardian's  hands  in  each  case.  I  can't  recall  whether  I  gave 
the  840,000  that  I  had  directly  to  LaRue  or  gave  it  to  Mardian  to 
give  to  LaRue.  Sloan  did  give  his  840,000  to  Mardian  and  Mardian 
gave  it  to  LaRue. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Do  you  know  what  happened  to  that  money  in 
the  end? 

Mr.  Stans.  I  do  not  know  specifically  what  happened  to  that 
money.  Subseciuently  I  received  some  funds  for  several  purposes  from 
Fred  LaRue.  Wliether  it  was  part  of  the  same  monev'  or  other  money, 
I  have  no  way  of  knowing,  and  only  he  coidd  tell. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Now,  Mr.  Stans,  in  late  June  or  early  July  did  you 
receive  a  call  from  Mr.  Herberi  Kalmbach  requesting  money  from 
you? 

Mr.  Stan's.  On  the  29th  of  June  I  received  an  urgent  call  from  Mr. 
Kalmbach.  He  said  he  was  in  Washington  at  the  Statler-Hilton  Hotel, 
that  it  was  extremely  vital  that  he  see  me  right  away,  and  he  wanted 
me  to  come  over  there,  and  I  did.  I  dropped  everything  and  went  over 
there  to  see  him.  He  said,  "I  am  here  on  a  special  mission  on  a  White 
House  project  and  I  need  all  the  cash  I  can  get." 

I  said,  "I  don't  have  any  cash  to  give  to  you.  Will  you  take  a  check?" 

He  said,  "No,  I  can't  take  a  check,  it  must  be  in  cash,  and  this  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  campaign.  But  I  am  asking  for  it  on  high 
authority." 

Mr.  Edmisten.  What  hig'a  authority  did  he  sa3'? 
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Mr.  Stans.  Ho  did  not  say.  "I  am  a&kincj  ff)r  it  on  high  niithority 
and  you  will  haw  to  trust  me  that  ]  have  cleared  it  [)roperly." 

A.s  I  .said,  T  liad  no  cash  helonging  to  the  committee  at  that  tune 
i)ecause  ue  had  closed  it  all  out  but  I  did  ha\e  tuo  parcels  of  money 
that  were  available,  and  I  pwe  those  to  Mr.  Kalmbach.  They  added 
up  to  $75,000  of  funds  outside  the  committee. 

Mr.  Edmistev.  Now,    Mr.   Stans,   did  j'ou   not   ask  liim  wh}-   he 
wanted  this  money? 
Mr.  Staxs.   Yes,  I  did. 
Mr.  Edmisten.  What  did  he  say? 

Mr.  St.vns.  He  said,  "This  is  for  a  WTiite  House  project  and  that  I 
have  been  asked  to  take  care  of  and  I  cannot  tell  you.  'b'ou  will  have 
to  trust  me." 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Would  Mr.  Kahnbach  have  been  your  superior  in 
this  organization,  camjiaign  organization? 

Mr.  St.\xs.  No,  Mr.  Kalmbach  was  a  man  I  knew  very  well.  He 
had  been  my  principal  deputy  in  the  1968  fundraising  campaign  for 
Richard  Ni.xon.  He  subsequently  had  close  affiliation  with  a  number 
of  people  in  the  White  House  that  I  was  aware  of. 

He  was  personal  counsel  to  the  President.  He  was  a  man  that  I 
knew  was  a  man  of  highest  integrity,  trustworthiness  and  honesty, 
and  I  had  no  question  to  doubt,  no  reason  to  doubt,  anything  he  told 
me  and  I  didn't. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Who  in  the  whole  organization  would  you  consider 
your  superiors,  and  would  you  just  go  up  the  line  from  you? 

Mr.  Stans.  Well,  I  do  not  know  that  I  had  any  superiors.  It  was 
a  unique  situation.  The  finance  committee  was  seijarate  from  the 
campaign  committee.  The  cam])aign  committee  exercised  a  dominance 
over  the  finance  committee  b}-  their  spending  policies,  forcing  us  to 
raise  enough  money  to  pay  everjthing  they  committed.  But  I  had 
no  superior.  I  would  have  taken  instructions  from  the  President  if 
he  gave  me  any  but  he  did  not,  and  I  would  have  been  influenced  by 
requests  from  certain  people  in  the  White  House  from  time  to  time 
but  I  do  not  believe  I  had  a  superior  in  that  sense. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Well,  now,  I  just  have  one  more  question  here.  I 
want  you  to  think  carefully,  Mr.  Stans:  Did  you  have  a  meeting  on 
June  24,  after  the  break-in,  with  Mr.  John  Mitchell  to  find  out  from 
him  what  had  happened? 

Mr.  Stans.  I  am  not  sure  of  the  exact  date.  I  had  meetings  from 
time  to  time  with  Mr.  Mitchell.  I  probably  had  one  on  June  24. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Did  you  ask  him  what  happened  at  that  meeting, 
if  you  recall  it? 

Mr.  Stans.  I  do  not  recall  that  I  asked  him  that  question.  Certainly 
I  was  curious  about  it,  and  it  would  not  surprise  me  if  I  had.  I  have  no 
recollection  of  specifically  talking  about  that  subject.  That  was  a 
week  after  the  break-in. 

Mr.  Ed.misten.  Yes.  Do  you  recall  at  an^-  time  Mr.  Mitchell 
telling  you  that  there  were  others  involved  besides  those  who  were 
a])prehended? 

j^lr.  Stans.  No,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Ed.misten.  At  a  meeting  of  that  nature  about  that  time? 

Mr.  Stans.  A'o,  I  do  not.     "  _  '      ' 
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Mr.  Sutter.  I  do.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure  mucli  to  the  relief  of  the 
committee  Mr.  Ulasewicz  does  not  have  a  prepared  statement  he  de- 
sires to  read.  He  is  liere  merely  for  the  purposes  of  answering  (luest.ons 
from  the  committee  and  I  should  like  the  record  to  indicate  that  he 
appears  puisuant  to  a  subpena  issued  by  the  committee  dated  April  30, 
19T^>,  and  served  upon  him  on  or  about  May  8,  197-'i.  Thank  you,  sir. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Sutter. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz,  you  testified  here  about  your  relationships  \vitli  Mr. 
Caulfield  in  making  contiict  with  Mr.  McCord.  I  just  want  to  go  back 
and  ask  you,  were  you  contacted  originally  by  Mr.  Caulfield  in  Feb- 
ruarj-  of"  1969  with  reference  to  doing  some  investigative  work? 

Mr.  Ulasewtcz.  Yes,  I  was. 

Mr.  Len-zner.  I  understand  the  committee  is  not  going  to  inquire 
into  that  area  in  anv  detail  at  all  today  but  I  do  want  to  ask  just  two 
other  backgroimd  questions:  First,  were  you  also  interviewed  by  Mr. 
John  Ehrlichman  in  ilay  of  1969  at  the  VIP  lounge  at  LaGuardia 
Airport  ? 

ilr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  And  in  June  of  1969  did  you  meet  Mr.  Herbert  Kalm- 
bach  here  in  the  District  of  Columbia  ? 

JVIr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzxeh.  Now,  on  or  about  June  28,  1972,  did  you  receive  a  call 
from  that  same  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  I  believe  it  was  on  the  29th  of  June. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  could  you  tell  us  what  he  said  to  you  and  what 

you  said  to  him?-  ^    -nr    i,- 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Mr.  Kalmbach  asked  me  to  come  down  to  Washing- 
ton the  next  afternoon,  that  he  wanted  to  speak  to  me  regarding  an 
assigoment. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  did  you  agree  to  do  that  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  see  him  the  next  day  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewtcz.  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzner,  Where  was  that,  sir?  ,-    i- 

Mr  Ulasewicz.  It  was  in  the  Statler-Hilton  Hotel  m  his  room. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Can  you  tell  us  what  he  said  to  you  at  that  time  and 

what  you  said  to  him?  .  ,,    ^  i.    v  ^       -^^  ;,», 

Mr  Ulasev/icz.  Mr.  Kalmbach  adviied  me  that  he  had  a  ^ery  im- 
portant assignment,  and  he  went  at  least  three  tunes  over  the  state- 
ment, sayinlthat  it  was  a  situation  that  developed  that  he  ^^  as  a.ked 
to  do  something  and  needed  my  help  in  doing  it.  He  ^"'^^  tl;';^  ^t^w^^ 
le-al,  that  it  was  to  provide  funds  for  persons  in  difficulty  for  pajment 
onhdr  counsel.,  and  for  payment  to  assist  their  f am  I'^f.  during  some 
troublesome  period.  He  repeated  the  statement  sevenUtrnes.  He  y^^ 
very  ill  at  ease,  very  nervous  and  we  -ot  to  the  ix)  nt  ^^hele  I  s.  id 
"Well,  Mr.  Kalmbach  just  what  is  this  now  and  he  says,  I  have 
guessed  it,  it's  the  Watergate  situation."  ,  ,  . 

Uv  LFV7NER.  Mr.  I^lasewicz.  let  me  ]ust  interrupt— ^ on  cl  >ou  put 

I  .  ^  fi.^f -'.inrl  T  =;ufl '^Yos  SIP."  and  lie  siiul  -U  ell.  agi\in. 

M "m:  a^^r;  vou  1  would  not  in  any  way  or  ^-^-,-^ ^->^^^^,i^ 
anvthing  that  I  would  not  engage  my  own  .^^'T^^^,  ""  J^^'}"  '  ^p^. 
ment  fo^  me  and  I  am  asking  you  to  do  this.  It  u  dl  ne.  e>6.tato  conh 
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dential  methods  possibly."  He  could  not  go  into  at  that  time  as  to  what 
it  might  completely  take  in. 

At  a  certain  point  in  the  conversation,  he  mentioned  that  there  may 
be  a  necessity  of  communicating  by  telephone  with  me  from  time  to 
time,  and  what  might  be  the  best  procedures.  I  said  if  you  mean  as 
far  as  best  procedures  of  eavesdropping  or  any  of  that  type  that  the 
telephone  booth  method  is  the  only  one,  and  I  started  to  explain  how- 
ever, "Wherever  you  want  me  to  call  you,  you  should  give  me  the  num- 
ber in  advance,  you  should  check  it  out,  know  where  I  am  calling  and 
then  I  know  it  in  return."  And  I  went  right  over  his  head  actually  be- 
cause it  didn't  quite  work  out  that  way  but  we  went  into  the  phone 
booth  deal  and  we  agreed  to  it.  After  that 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Would  you  explain  what  the  phone  booth  deal  was,  Mr. 
Ulasewicz? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Well,  if  we  wanted  to  be  absolutely  certain  of  receiv- 
ing a  call  at  a  cleared  phone  booth  or  so  he  should  have,  the  way  it 
would  be  he  would  go  into  an  area  where  he  wanted  me  to  call  from  a 
phone  booth,  establish  that  it  was  actually  a  phone  booth  but  we  did 
make  an  arrangement  later  where  we  did  furnish  with  numbers. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  A  phone  booth  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  A  phone  booth. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  also  talk  about  names  that  you  and  he  could 
contact  each  other  ? 

Mr.  Ul^vsewicz.  Yes.  Mr.  Kalmbach  agreed  to  use — suggested  when- 
ever he  might  call  me  in  relation  to  this  matter — ^he  would  use  the 
name  Novak  and  that  would  be  just  strictly  for  myself.  In  the  course 
of  that,  he  said  that  if  another  name  would  probably  be  necessary  it 
would  be  Rivers. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Wlio  was  supposed  to  use  that  name  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  He  anticipated  that  I  might  use  that  name  in  con- 
tact with  distributing  this  money  to  the  people  that  it  would  be  nec- 
essary. At  a  point  in  the  conversation  he  said  that  he  had  the  money 
with  him,  and  it  was  $75,100  which  he  gave  me.  It  was  in  $100  bUls. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  What  did  you  put  it  in  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  went  to  the  closet  of  the  room  and  took  a  laundry 
bag  and  put  the  money  in  a  laundry  bag. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now  going  back  to  the  code  names,  do  I  understand  it 
correctly,  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  when  he  called  you  he  would  call  your  home 
and  say,  "This  is  Mr.  Novak  calling." 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  would  he  leave  a  number  for  you  to  call  back? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  It  developed  to  that,  yes. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  What  would  you  do  after  that  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  \Vhat  happened  when  he  called  Mr.  Novak,  where 
he  would  say  it  is  Novak  after  our  initial  call,  which  I  supplied  him 
with  telephone,  public  telephone  numbers,  I  would  go  to  the  telephone 
booth,  and  we  had — and  he  would  give  me  a  time  usually  about  a  half 
hour,  allo\ying  me  time  to  get  to  the  phone  booth  and  then  he  would 
call  me  at  the  booth. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  go  back  to  New  York  with  the  $75,100  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  thereafter  receive  money  again  from  Mr. 
Kalmbach  ? 
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10.     On  or  about  June  29,  1972  LaRue  met  Kalmbach  In  Kalmbach's  hotel 
room.  Kalmbach  advised  LaRue  of  the  nature  of  his  assignment  to  provide 
financial  support  for  the  Watergate  defendants.  They  discussed  the 
method  whereby  the  defendants  could  be  contacted,  how  the  amount  of 
money  needed  could  be  determined,  the  man  who  would  make  the  contacts 
(Ulasewicz,  alias  Mr.  Rivers)  and  a  code  name  to  be  used  for  contacts 
between  Kalmbach  and  LaRue  (i.e.,  Mr.  Bradford).  They  determined  that 
the  contacts  with  the  defendants  should  be  made  through  the  defendants' 
attorneys . 
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Mr.  LaRlk.  No  ;  not  to  my  rccolloction,  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  lie  not  tell  vou  that  he  was  uc-tiuL^  on  i!k-  approval 
of  the  White  House  or  Mr.  MitVhelH 

Ml-.  LaIUe.  Mi-.  Dash,  I  doi\"t  recall  a  discussion  of  that  nature, 
no,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now.  when  was  the  subject  of  fundraibing  for  the  Water- 
gate defendants  first  hi-ouirht  up  in  your  presence  or  mentioned  to 

you  ? 

ilr.  LaRce.  Mr.  Dash,  I  am  sorry,  but  I  don't  have  any  si)ecihc 
recollection  oi-  dates  regarding  the  initial  discussions  on  fundiaising. 

^Ir.  Dash.  I  am  not  rryinsr  to  pin  you  down  to  any  particular  date. 
Was  it  around  this  time^  Was  it  around  the  time  that  you  had  the 
nieetinij  with  Mr.  Liddy  '. 

Mr.  LaRle.  Yes;  I  "would  say  that  it  was  in  this  time  period.  To 
the  best  of  my  recollection,  at  the  Liddy  meetintr.  he  indicated  that 
certain  corarnftments  had  been  made  to  liim  and  subsequently  p-assed 
by  him  to  the  other  people  involved,  that  certain  commitments  had 
been  made  refrarding  the  maintenance  or  expenses  fo-r  the  maintenance 
of  tlieir  families,  legal  expenses. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  lie  tell  you  who  had  made  these  commitments? 

ilr.  LaRce.  Xo  sir.  he  did  not. 

]\Ir.  Dash.  But  that  he  expected  that  there  would  be  payments 
made  for  the  boys  in  jail,  is  that  right? 

^Ir.  LaRce.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  what  was  your  role  to  be  in  this  respect  at  this 
time  ? 

^Ir.  LaRce.  My  role  in  what,  I  am  sori-y  ? 

ilr.  Dash.  Wh^it  was  your  role  in  providing  funds  or  the  payment 
foi-  the  defendants? 

Mr.  LaRue.  At  this  time? 

!Mr.  Dash.  At  th.is  time. 

]\Ir.  LaRi'e.  T  didn't  have  any  role,  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  had  a  role  with  ilr. 
Kalmbach? 

ilr.  LaRce.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  tell  us  about  that.  Wlien  did  you  firet  leani 
that  Mr.  Kalmbach  was  going  to  be  involved  and  what  role  you  were 
going  to  have  with  regard  to  his  activities? 

Mr.  LaRue.  My  best  recollection  of  that,  Mr.  Dash,  was  that  I  re- 
ceived a  phone  call  from  ilr.  Kalmbach  to  meet  him  at  the  Statler- 
Hilton  Hotel,  that  date  was  the  latter  part  of  Jime,  June  '2S.  Jime  -29. 

ilr.  Dash.  And  you  did  meet  with  liiin  ? 

ifr.  LaRue.  Yes, 'sir. 

ilr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  what  happened  at  that  meeting? 

ilr.  LaRue.  I  met  with  ilr.  Kalmbach,  the  nature  of  that  discus- 
sion, as  I  recall,  ilr.  Kalmbach  stated  that  he  had  undertaken  an  as- 
signment to  raise  money  to  meet  the  commitments  that  had  been  made 
to  the  ^^'ate^gate  defendants.  Our  discussion  centered  on  a  method  or 
a  way  that  contact  coukl  be  made  with  the  defendants  and  in  which 
the  amount  of  money  rould  be  discussed  or  be  determined. 

ilr.  Kalmbach  indicated  that  he  had  a  person  who  was  very  dis- 
creet, very  reliable  that  could  be  used  for  this  purpose.  We  dis- 
cussed— -- 
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Mr.  Dasic.  Did  lio,  mention  his  luuiic? 

Mr.  LaRl:e.  Xo;  lie  did  not  intMitioii  liis  name  but,  as  I  recall,  dur- 
ing this  meetino-  detei-nuued  that  wo  would  use  a  code  name.  :Mr. 
Rivers,  for  this  jjeison. 

Mr.  D.\si!.  I  think  you  have  since  learned  that  Mr.  Tonv  Ulasewicz 
was  ^Ir.  Rivers? 

ilr.  LaRuk.  That  is  my  uiiderstaudins,  ves,  sir.  ■\A'e  also  discussed 
how  we  would  or  how  Mr.  Rivei-s  could  establish  contact  with  the 
defendants,  and  it  was  decided  that  probably  the  best  wav  would  be 
for  liini  to  try  to  contact  some  of  the  attornevs  who  were  workiu"-  for 
the  defendants  at  this  time.  '  "^ 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  arrange  any  kind  of  a  relationship  that  vou  and 
Mr.  Kalmbach  would  have  if  vou  wanted  to  call  each  otheV  about 
this? 
Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Any  kind  of  a  code  arrangement? 
Mr.  LaRui:.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  tell  us  about  that  ? 

Mr.  LvRl-z.  Mr.  Kalmbach  indicated  that  this  was,  this  would  be 
necessary,  that  this  would  be  a  very  secret  operation,  and  that  we 
should  conduct  our  business  by  pav  telephones,  and  that  we  would  use 
the  code  name  Bradford. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  Mr.  Bradford  '>. 

Mr.  LARtJE.  That  really  wasn"t,  I  think,  determined,  at  least  not  to 
my  knowledge  and  consequently  we  both  ended  up  with  the  code  name 
Bradford. 

Mr  I^ash  In  other  words,  when  you  called  ilr.  Kalmbach  vou  asked 
tor  Mr.  Bradford  and  if  he  asked  for  vou.  he  would  call  for  ifr.  Brad- 
forcl  and  you  both  would  know  what  vou  were  talking  about  ? 
Mr.  LaRue.  That  is  correct. 

_Mr..DASH.  Did  you  learn  of  what  problems  ilr.  Rivers  was  havino- 

Avith  the  lawyers?  ^ 

Mr  LaRije.  Yes:  that  subsequent,  a  subsequent  telephone  conversa- 

tian  I  had  with  Mr.  Bradford— Kalmbach 

Mr  Dash.  How  often  did  you  really  use  that  name  so  as  to  fall  into 
the  habit  of  calling  Mr.  Kalmbach,  Bnidford  >. 

r^'^^"'/'"^^^"  ^^  indicated  that  Mr.  Rivers  was  having  considerable 
difhculty  establishing  a  contact  through  the  lawyers,  and  as  I  recall 
at  that  time  we  had  a  discussion  of  "this  problem  and  decided  that 
Mr.  Rivers  had  tried  to  effect  a  contact  with  Mrs.  Hunt. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  after  your  first  meeting  with  Mr.  Kalmbach  and 
the  arrangements  were  made,  did  vou  aeaiii  meet  with  ilr.  Kalmbach 
111  Mr.  Dean's  office  sometime  in  the  middle  of  Julv  1972? 
Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Dean  was  present  at  that  time ? 
Afr.  LaRtt:.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  what  was  said  at  that  meeting,  what 
the  imrpose  of  the  meeting  was  ? 

Mr  LaRtte.  My  recollection  of  that  meetin;r,  ifr.  Dash,  is  Mr.  Kalm- 
bach had  secured  from  :\rr.  Rivers  a— .some  specific  amount  of  money 
that  would  be  necessary  or  would  be  loquirod  to  meet  the  commitments 
there  were  specific  amounts  for  attorney  fees  at  this  time  and,  as  I  re- 
call specific  amounts  of  money  that  would  be  required  for  maintenance 
of  their  families. 
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Mr.  IvALMnACii.  Yes,  sir.  it  -svus. 

]Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  fitul  :i  lot  of  iiiteiest  whfii  you  were  there  at 
the  rominittee  couceniiiijr  tluit  incident ': 

Mr.  I\L\LiiUACH.  Well,  a<jain.  Mr.  Dash,  it  was  a  topic  of  discus- 
sion, and  I  know  that  I  did  talk  about  it,  but  it  was  nothing-  more 
than  that. 

^Nlr.  Dash.  All  rifrht  after  that  meeting,  you  returned  to  California? 

Mr.  K.vLiiBACH.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  did  yon  receive  a  telephone  call  from  Mr.  John 
Dean  on  Jime  28  ? 

Mr.  KLvLMBACH.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  D.vsH.  And  what  did  he  tell  you  on  the  telephone  ^ 

Mr.  Iv^vLJiBACH.  As  I  lemember  the  telephone  convei-sation,  Mr. 
Dean  called  me.  It  was  in  the  early  afternoon,  niidafternoon,  on  the 
2Sth.  He  told  me  that  it  was  a  matter  of  extreme  importance  that  I 
return  to  or  come  back  to  Washington,  preferably  by  the  first  avail- 
able flight,  to  undertake  a  very  important  assigimient. 

^Ir.  Dash.  xVnd  what  did  vou  do  in  response  to  that  call  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  took  a'lO  or  10:15  or  10:30  flight  that  night. 

Mr.  Dash.  Arriving  in  Washington  when '? 

Mr.  Kauibach.  Arriving  in  Washington  at  6,  6 :15,  6 :30,  the  follow- 
ing morning. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  what  did  you  do  next,  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

jNIr.  Kaljibaipi.  I  then  took  a  cab  into  towi\  and  checked  into  the 
Statler-Hilton  Hotel. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  then  meet  Mr.  Dean,  either  at  that  time  or  a 
later  time  that  day  ? 

Mr.  Iv-VLJtBACH.  Yes.  after  I  checked  in  and  changed,  I  think  prob- 
ably 1  had  some  breakfast,  I  called  Mr.  Dean  around,  as  I  can  best  re- 
call, around  9  in  the  morning  in  his  office  in  the  Execntive  Office 
Building. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  what  transpired?  What  was  the  call  about?  What 
did  Dean  say,  what  did  you  say,  and  what  followed  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach,  It  seems  that  in  recalling  that  conversation,  I  told 
him  that  I  am  here  in  Washington  at  the  Statlcr,  and  I  can  come  over 
to  your  office  right  now  if  that  is  what  you  wi.sh. 

He  replied.  '"Xo,  you  are  at  the  Statler,  I  am  here  at  the  Executive 
Office  Building,  why  don't  we  both  start  walking  and  meet  in  front 
of  the  Hay-Adams  Hotel  ?"' 

I  said,  "all  right."  This  had  never  happened  before,  but  it  was  a  nice 
day  and  I  said,  '"all  right.  I  will  do  that ;  I  will  meet  you  in  front  of  the 
Hay-Adams."  and  then  left  the  hotel. 

I  was  thei-e  about  9  :30.  T  would  guess,  and  I  tliink  I  saw  liim  coming 
up  through  tlie  park  and  I  suggested  that  we  have  coffee  at  the  Hay- 
Adams.  He  said,  '"Xo.  let's  just  walk  in  the  i)ark,"  wiiich  we  did. 

AVe  walked  for  a  time  and  I  recall  that  he  pnt  liis  foot  up  on  the 
bench  and  made  some  wide  gestures,  indicating  to  me  that  I  should 
do  likewise,  which  I  am  not  certain  that  T  uiulei'Stood  what  he  meant 
by  that,  but  I  recall  that  wiy  clearly. 

Mr.  Dash.  He  made  wiile  gestures  and  asked  you  to  do  likewise? 

IMr.  IC.\t,>rBArit.  Wide  gestures,  well,  in>!;catini:  tiiat  jicrhaps  we 
were  being  observed.  I  don't  understand,  but  I  tlo  ivmeinlicr  that  he 
<lid.  in  fact,  dotiiat.  and  suggest  to  me  that  I  do  lik'cwise. 
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Mr.  Dash.  You  would  certainly  be  ;i  greater  target  of  observation 
if  you  were  making  wide  gestures,  would  you  not '. 

^Iv.  Kaoibach.  I  would  think  so. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  what,  actually,  did  you  and  Mr.  Dean  discuss? 
"\\'Tiat  did  he  say  to  you.  other  than  making  gestures  ? 

Mr.  Kal^hbacii.  Well,  he  indicated  that  the  reason  for  this  call  and 
for  m\'  coming  back  to  Washington  was  that  it  was  necessarj'  to  talk 
to  me  about  a  v"ery  important  assignment,  namely  that,  he  said — he 
used  the  editorial,  ''We." — "We  would  like  to  have  you  raise  funds 
for  the  legal  defense  of  these  defendants  and  for  the  support  of  their 
families." 

Mi\  Dash,  "\\1ien  you  say  these  defendants,  now 

Mr.  Kaliibach.  The  Watergate 

Mr.  Dash.  These  were  the  seven  defendants,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Liddy, 
Mr.  McCord,  ilr.  Barker,  Mr.  Sturgis,  ALr.  Gonzales 

Mr.  KAL^rBACH.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  you  knew  that  they  were  for  all  of  these  defendants? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  just  remember  that  he  said  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants at  that  time  and  I  was  not  even  certain  at  that  point  in  time  that 
I  even  knew  their  names. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Did  you  ask  him  any  questions  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbacii.  Yes,  I  did.  I  recall  that  in  my  conversation  with 
him,  I  asked  whether  or  not  it  would  not  be  perhaps  preferable  to  have 
a  public  committee  formed  to  raise  fimds  for  these  people  and  for 
these  purposes.  And  also,  T  recall  that  I  wondered  aloud  about  whether 
or  not  maybe  they  could  mortgage  homes  or  raise  funds  in  that  way 
until  a  public  committee  could  be  established.  His  answer  to  that  was 
that  there  was  no  time  for  this,  that  a  public  committee  might  be  mis- 
interpreted, and  he  just  waved  it  aside  and  pressed  on  with  his  request. 

^^r.  Dasfi.  Did  he  tell  you  how  much  money  might  be  involved? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  My  recollection  is  that  he"  indicated  $50,000  to 
$100,000  for  this  assignment. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  stress,  since  he  had  indicated  to  you  that  a  public 
effort  might  be  misinterpreted,  did  he  stress  that  this  had  to  be  com- 
pletely secret  ? 

Mr.  Kaliibach.  Yes.  he  made  a  very-  strong  point  that  there  was  ab- 
solute secrecy  required,  confidentiality,  indicating  that  if  this  became 
known,  it  might  jeopardize  the  campaign  and  would  cause  misinter- 
pretation as  to  the  reasons  for  raising  these  funds  and  for  the  help  of 
these  people.  ^ 

IMr.  Dash.  Xow,  since  yon  were  to  raise  these  funds,  how  would  you 
know  how  much  was  to  be  given  to  which  defendants?  Was  there  a 
discussion  about  that? 

~Slv.  Kal:mbach.  Yes,  sir,  there  was. 

^Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  about  that? 

ifr.  Kal^ibach.  After  he  had  made  the  request,  I  asked  him  if  T. 
when  I  raised  the  funds,  should  T  give  them  to  him  for  distribution, 
and  he  said,  no,  not  to  me.  And  he  indicated,  I  think,  ^^r.  LaRue  would 
be  the  person 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  that  Mr.  Fred  LaKue? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Mi-.  Fred  LaRiie  would  be  the  ])erson  wh<^  would  be 
giving  uie  directions  in  this  assignment  as  to  specific  amounts  and 
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specific  individuals.  And  as  I  can  best  recall  this  convci-sation,  I  was  a 
little  perplexed  on  this  because  I  did  not  knuw  these  peojjle  at  all. 
And  it  is 

Mr.  Dasii.  Did  you  know  Fred  LaRue  I 

Mr.  K.VLMBAGH.  Well,  I,  of  coui-se.  knew  Fred  LaRtie  l>ut  casually. 
But  as  to  how  to  distribute  these  funds — theii  again,  my  best  recollec- 
tion is  that  he  indicated  at  that  point  that  perhaps  Mr.  Ulasewicz 
mifrlit  he  tlie  one  to  act  as  the  distributor  for  the  funds. 

ilr.  Dasji.  Is  this  Tony  Ulasewicz  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  it  is. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  that  the  Torn  T'lasewicz  who  has  testified  before  this 
committee  before  ? 

Mr.  IL\LMBACH.  It  is. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  Tony  I'lasewicz  ? 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  Yes,  I  did. 

ilr.  Dash.  Had  you  worked  with  him  in  the  past  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  had  met  with  liim  two  or  three  times  total  from 
mid-1969  until  approximately  October  1, 1971,  and  I  had  three  conver- 
sations, two  or  three  conversations,  during-  that  jjeriod. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  confideiice  that  Mr.  Ulasewicz  was  the  kind 
of  person  who  could  be  useful  in  this  kind  of  assignment  ? 

ilr.  Kaliibach.  Well.  I  knew  that  h?  liad  been  acting  and  tmder- 
taking  assignments  for  the  "White  House  for  that  period  and  I  certainly 
knew  tlurt  he  had  the  confidence  of  w  hoever  it  was  that  lie  was  working 
with,  and  when  he  mentioned  ilr.  Ulasewicz  as  someone  to  do  this,  I 
said  that  I  woidd,  I  certainly  would  liave  confidence  in  him. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  wjiethei-  or  not — did  you  know  what  kind 
of  assignments  he  had  undertaken  for  the  White  House  before? 

ilr.  Kal^ibach.  Xo.  sii*;  I  did  not,  Mr.  Dash. 

jNIr.  Dash.  But  you  knew  that  he  would  be  somebody  that  you  could 
have  confidence  in  ? 

Mr.  KlvLMBACH.  Well,  I  knew  that  he  was  a  retired  Now  York  City 
police  officer  who  was  competent  arid  I  was  certain  that  lie  was  some- 
one that  could  be  trusted  and  I  would  be 

Mr.  Dash.  AVho  other  than  ^Ir.  Dean  were  you  thinkin*!;  of  when  you 
3^?T  iiit-v  would  huTe  confidence?  Did  you  mean  Mr.  Kaideman? 

Mr.  KAL:NtBACH.  Well,  whoever  he  was  talking  for.  He  was  using  the 
editorial  "we"  all  the  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  AVell,  if  he  was  talking  for  anybody  over  in  the  "UTiite 
House,  who  did  he  work  with  most  often,  to  your  knowledge  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Mr.  Dean  ? 

Mr.  D.A.SH.  Yes. 

Mr.  Iv.\uj:bach.  Well,  he  worked  with  practically  everyone  iu  the 
White  House.  But,  of  course,  principally 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  above  him  ? 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  He  reported  to  ^Ir.  Ehrlichman.  And  he  also 
worked  closely  with  Mr.  Haldeman.  He  did  not  mention  their  names 
in  this  conversation. 

Mr.  Dash.  Have  you  ever  been  given  any  other  assignment  of  this 
nature  in  the  past? 

Mr.  KALitBACH.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Dvstt.  After  meeting  with  Mr.  Dean,  what  did  you  do?  Did  you 
indicate,  first,  that  you  woidd  accept  this  assignment  from  Mr.  Dean? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  did. 
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11.     In  early  July  1972  the  President  met  with  John  Ehrllchman. 
Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  they  discussed  executive  clemency  with 
respect  to  those  who  might  be  indicted  in  connection  with  the  break-in 
at  the  DNC  headquarters,  and  that  the  President  told  him  that  he  wanted 
no  one  in  the  White  House  to  get  into  the  area  of  executive  clemency 
with  anyone  involved  in  the  Watergate  case  and  that  no  assurances  of 
executive  clemency  should  be  made  to  anyone.  At  the  time  of  this  dis- 
cussion with  Ehrlichman,  the  President  was  aware  that  Howard  Hunt  had 
"surfaced"  in  connection  with  the  Watergate  break-in  and  was  a  former 
member  of  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  in  the  White  House  (the 
"Plumbers") .  The  President  was  concerned  that  the  FBI  investigation 
of  the  break-in  not  expose  the  activities  of  that  unit. 
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No, 


3  I 


It  is  an   affirniativa  statement,  as  you  rccoynize. 
Unquestionably  rrry   recollection  of  that  was  better 


then  than  it  is  now  because  I  just  haven't  had  any  occasion  to 

go  back  over  that.  1 

i 
BY  riR.  MEAL:  [ 


I  I 
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Q    So  the  answer  is  that  there  may  be  sc-ne  there  in  the 

i 

President's  papers,  but  at  the  present  tine  you  have  no  recoLl- 
ection  of  what  the  conversation  v/ould  be  and  with  whom? 

A    No. 

BY  MR.  BEM-VEMISTS: 

Q     Can  you  furnish  the  other  two  that  you  have  rr.ention-' 
ed  to  this  Grand  Jury  within  the  next  day  or  so? - 

A     Yes.   I  wish  you  would  ask.  rny  attorney  and  I  v/ould 
be  happy  to  provide  those. 

Q    V/lien  was  the  first  time  you  had  ever  heard  or  dis- 
cussed with  anyone  the  subject  of  cleinency  v;ith  respect  to 
any  of  the  persons  who  were  indicted  or  who  might  have  been 
indicted  in  connection  \/ith  the  V/atergate  break-in? 

A    As  I  recall,  that  would  have  been  a  conversation 
that  I  had  with  the  President  around  the  v/eek  of  the  Fourth  o| 
July  of  1972. 

Q     That's  the  very  first  tiir.e? 

A     That  I  can  recall,  yes, 

Q     Who  was  present? 
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Q     v;hat  was  t;he  substance  of  that  conversation?        '■ 

A     V7ell,  it  was  a  very  long,  raribliny  conversation  about 

a  lot  of  things,  and  in  the  course  of  that  v;e  talked  about  the 

I 
Watergate  defendants,  and  I  raised  the  point  v;ith  the  President 

I 
that  presidential  pardons  or  so~ething  of  that  kind  inevitablv 

would  be  a  question  that  he  would  have  to  confront  by  reason 

of  the  obvious  political  aspect  of  this. 

Vvs  discussed  it  briefly  at  that  point.   He  expressed 

I 

the  firm  view  that  for  what  he  considered  to  be  very  sound 

reasons,  ha  would  never  be  in  jj  position  to  grant  a  pardon  or 

any  form  of  clemency  in  this  case. 

And  then  on  the  basis  of  that,  he  and  I  agreed,  and 

I  can't  say  X'lho    said  it,  that  this  ought  not  to  be  a  subject 

that  v/as  ever  brought  to  his  door;  that  it  just  should  be 

something  that  v;as  excluded  from  his  consideration. 

Q     And  I  take  it  at  this  point,  on  the  basis  of  all  yoilr 

previous  testimony,  that  there  v/as  no  suggestion  that  this    I 

I 
break-in  had  been  authorir:ed  by  anyone  connacted  with  the  v;hit:e 

House  or  the  ComiT.ittee  to  Re-elect  the  President,  or  anyone 
representing  the  President? 

A     That's  right,  but  it  was  obviously  an  effort  —  on  ! 
the  four  corners  of  it  —  an  effort  adverse  to  our  opposition, 
cur  political  opposition,  and  if  ths  President  v/ere  ever  invit- 
ed to  take  any  action  on  clemency,  all  kinds  of  suspicions  and 
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all  kinds  of  imputations  to  them  ^vould  thon  arisa.  j 

i 
Q     V;q11,  this  v/as  quite  premature  for  consideration  of: 

clemency,  which  normally  takes  place  after  trial  and  con'/iction 

of  the  defendants,  and  aorae  service  of  sentence.  ! 

I 

i 
V/hy  did  you  believa  at  that  time,  if  I  understand   ; 

your  testimony,  that  it  v/ould  inevitable  or  it  v.-aslikely  that] 

i 
this  subject  would  cone  up  for  discussion? 

A    V?ell,  I  didn't  think  it  was  inevitable,  but  I  thought 

i 
it  v;as  certainly  a  hazard  in  this  thing  for  the  President,  and 

this  was  a  matter  of  foresight  as  far  as  I  was  concerned.     \ 

j 
Trying  to  anticipate  future  problems  that  might  cone 

up  is  one  of  the  things  that  1  was  there  for. 

Q    In  July  of  1972  you  said  to  the  President  that  this 

was  a  hazard  v/hich  might  cosie  up,  and  that  it  was  something 

ttiat  you  ought  to  discuss  then?  j 

! 

A     I  didn't  say  v/e  ought  to  discuss  it.   I  sard  it  was  j 

i 
just  soraething  that  came  in  the  flow  of  the  conversation  and 

we  did  discuss  it, 

Q    What  else  were  you  discussing  at  that  time  that  this 

came  in  the  flow  of? 

A     I'm  hard  nrsssed  to  tell  you  offhand.   It  was  about! 

i 

a  three  or  four  hours  conversation,  and  we  were  just  all  over: 

I 
the  lot.  ' 

I 

I   can   remember   one    tiling  we   di;3pussed  was   the  devel- 
opment of    the   waterfront  on    the   southern  coast   of   California.  ' 
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91 
0     IJell,  let's  r,iova  froin  waterfronts  to  VJatergates.   I 
take  it  that  this  cane  ir.  the  flow  of  some  other  cor.versation 
about  the  Watergate  matter.  : 

A     I'm  sure  it  did,  but  I  can't  tell  you  what  it  was.  I 
It  was  in  the  setting  of  tlie  Watergate  episode  then  being  quite 
removed  from  the  President  and  his  candidacy  and  the  re-elec- i 

1 

tion  effort  by  reason  of  the  identity  of  these  defendants     | 

I 

being  so  removed  from  any  hierarchy  or  frora  the  White  House.  \ 
I  think  I  raised  this  in  the  sense  that  there  were  j 
only  a  couple  of  ways  that  it  could  ever  be  imputed  to  the 
President  or  could  any  way  be  a  liability  to  him,  and  obviously 
this  was  one  of  those  ways, 

Q    That  if  prior  to  the  election  he  grants  an  executive 
clemency  to  someone  who  hadn't  been  tried  yet? 

A    No,  not  prior.   I  wasn't  thinking  of  prior.   I  was 
thinking  of  soitietirae  off  in  the  future.  In  other  words,  we 
were  looking  at  it  in  the  long  haul  and  not  in  any  near  tern 
imaediacy  basis  at  all.  ' 

Q    And  you  both  wanted  to  make  sure  that  no  one  repre- j 
senting  the  V?hite  House  would  have  any  discussion  linking  the  I 

President  to  any  question  of  clemency  or  leniency  v;ith  respect 

I 

to  these  arrested  defendants?  I 

i 
A    That's  the  way  we  generally  ended  up  with  an  under-' 

standing  to  that  effect.   It  wasn't  this  groat  huge  thing  at  i 

that  tine  at  all.   It  v.-as  just  the  first  time  I  can  ever 
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And  you  say  that  thare  was  no  suggestion  froa  any 


I 


other  person  at  any  time  before  that  that  this  might  be  an    ! 

i 

area  that  you  ought  to  dLscuss  either  prophylactically  or 
other^vise? 
I      A     Mot  that  I  can  recall,  no- 

Q     V/hen  was  the  next  tiineyou  heard  anyone  discuss  the 
natter  of  clemency? 

A     The  next  time  that  I  remeinber  it  being  a  question 
or  a  problem  was  in  January  of  this  year  at  this  meeting  with 
T'lr.  Dean  and  Mr.  Colson  on  the  subject  of  Mr.  Hunt. 

Q  Between  July  and  January  you  have  no  recollection  of 
anyone  at  all  even  mentioning  the  subject  of  leniency,  clemen- 
cy, the  length  of  sentence  that  any  of  the  defendants  might 
get,  how  they  might  react  to  a  long  sentence,  and  so  forth? 

A     I  remember  conversations  about  —  well,  speculation 
about  sentence. 

Q     VJith  whom  did  you  have  that  conversation? 

A     Just  speculation.   I  don't  know.   It  may  have  been  i 

J 
one  of  the  things  that  Dean  was  reporting  from  time  to  time. 

He  v/as,  of  course,  talking  to  the  Justice  Department,  and  he 

I 
was  trying  to  anticipate  what  was  going  to  happen  in  the  case,; 

and  he  was  bringing  advance  tidbits,  so  to  speak,  as  they  would 

i 

I 

come  along,  and  I  think  this  business  of  sentencing  v/as  one  oS 
those  things  that  he  brought  over.  ' 


DV 


(186) 


74 


10 

11 

12  * 

13 

14 

15 

ii; 

17 


|i 


IS 


in 


•>,   I 


1    ! 


-    il 
HI 


11.1     JOHN  EHPlICHmii  TESTIMOSY,   SEPTEMBEF  12,    ]9?3,  , ,-,     j 
WATEFCATE  GRAND  JURi,    88-92.    Ii7--dfi '     I 

A  That's   right.  1 

I 

Q     tlow  you  have  tcstifiGd  m  the  last  two  days  that 

--  apparently  contrary  to  your  Senate  testiniony  —  that  Jtr. 

Dean  did  not  tell  you  on  June  19th,  1972,  that  he  had  had     [ 

a  conversation  v/ith  Liddy,  and  that  Liddy  had  said  that  it    t 

j 
was  Liddy 's  operation,  cind  Dean  further  related  that  it  was   i 

i 

just  a  matter  of  time  before  the  Justice  Department  picked  hiiti 

1 
up.  j 

You've  testified  that  you  axe  unclecir  cibout  that,   j 

and  you  think  that  it  might  not  have  been  until  the  Fourth  of  ! 

July  V(hen  you  heard  that  from  Dean.   Is  that  fair  to  say? 

A    No.   I  think  what's  fair  to  say  is  that  I'm  not 
sure  cind  I'ra  not.   I  don't  intend  to  testify  contrary  to  ajny 
prior  testimony,  but  I  do  have  to  give  you  the  best  sense  of 
my  recollection  that  I  have,  and  the  sense  of  it  is  that  it 
was  later  than  that  date. 

Q    But  your  best  recollection  is  that  it  was  bete^^een 
June  19th  and  the  Fourth  of  July? 

A    Someplace  in  that  area. 

Q    Mow  when  v/as  the  first  time  that  you  were  aware 


that  the  President  was  aware  that  Liddy  had  an  involvement  in 
this  business? 

A    I  don't  know. 

Q     Was  the  President  aware  of  that  on  the  Fourth  of 
Julv? 
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I' 


I! 

2.  !i 


A     I  haven't  any  idea. 

Q     VJas  he  a'vare  of  it  before  the  10th  of  July,  based 
on  your  long  and  very  complsta  discussions  with  him  on  the 
6th,  7th,  and  8th  of  July? 

A     I  don't  know. 

Q    Mas   he  aware  of  it  at  the  tine  you  had  a  discussion 
about  the  possibility  of  executive  clemency  coning  up  for 
some  of  these  people? 

A     1  don't  know.   I  don't  recall  discussing  Liddy  with 
the  President,  or  his  indicating  his  awareness  of  Liddy  to 
me  on  any  specific  occasion. 

Q     But  you  have  testified  that  you  were  aware  of  it, 
say  by  July  6th,  or  that  week  of  July  4th  when  you  —  after 
July  4th  when  you  had  these  conversations  with  the  President, 
you  were  undoubtedly  aware  from  Dean  that  Liddy  had  admitted 
to  Dean  that  it  was  Liddy 's  operation,  is  that  correct? 

A     I  would  assume  so.  . 

Q    And  are  you  testifying  that  you  were  aware  of  that 
and  you  had  conversations  with  the  President  about  the  possi- 
bilities of  Executive  clemency  for  these  people,  and  you  just 
omitted  to  tell  the  President  the  general  counsel  for  the 
finance  committee  had  admitted  to  Dsan  that  it  was  his  opera- 
tion? 

A     Mo,  I'm  not  testifying  to  that. 
BY  MR.  BEM-VENISTE: 
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First  of  all,  did  you  have — your  logs  show  that  you  had  meetings 
■with  John  Dean  on  January  3,  1973.  Januar}'  4,  and  January  5. 

Would  3"ou  tell  the  comniiUee  what  the  subject  ol  those  meetings 
was,  beginning  with  the  3d  l 

]Mr.  Ehelichman.  On  January  3,  I  met  twice  with  Mr.  Dean,  once 
alone  at  noon  and  once  at  7  p.m.  with  Mr.  Colson.  The  meeting  with 
Mr.  Colson  related  to  a  letter  which  Mr.  Dean  had  told  me  about  at 
our  earlier  brief  meeting,  and  this  was  a  letter  which  1  believe  Mr. 
Colson  had  received  from  Mr.  Hunt.  I  believe  I  am  correct  about  that. 
It  was  a  very  melancholy  and  a  very  passionate  Irind  of  letter.  I  think 
the  letter  is  in  the  record,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  And  it  talks  about  his 
being  abandoned  by  his  friend  and  so  on.  It  was  on  the  heels  of  Mr. 
Hunt  having  lost  his  wife. 

Mr.  Colson  was  genuinely  concerned  and  shaken  by  this.  He  had  had 
long  friendships  with  the  Hunts,  both  Mr.  and  Mrs.,  and  he  had  pro- 
posed to  Mr.  Dean  that  he  get  together  with  Hunt  or  with  Hunt's 
attorney,  at  least,  to  register  his  continuing  friendship  and  his  com- 
passion for  Hunt's  loss  of  his  wife  and  so  on,  and  so  that  Hunt  would 
not  feel  that  he  had  been  abandoned  by  his  friend.  This  is  the  thing 
that  we  discussed  with  Mr.  Colson  that  evening  at  7  o'clock. 

I  took  it  as  almost  a  given  in  the  meeting  that  there  would  be  some 
contact  between  Mr.  Hunt  or  his  attorney  and  Mr.  Colson.  And  it  was 
simply  a  question  of  what  the  proper  conduct  would  be  under  the  cir- 
ciunstances,  it  being,  obviously,  delicate  to  have  a  White  House  con- 
tact of  one  of  the  defendants  right  at  this  particular  point  in  time.  So 
it  was  discussed  and  it  was  discussed  in  terms  not  of  a  personal  meeting 
between  them,  which  is  what  Mr.  Hunt,  apparently,  wanted  in  the 
letter,  but  Mr.  Colson  talking  with  William  Bittman,  who  was  then 
Hunt's  attorney,  and  conveying  this  message  of  support,  personal  sup- 
port through  that  avenue. 

]Mr.  Dean  raised  the  cautionary  warning  that  if  anybody  from  the 
White  House  sat  down  with  Mr.  Bittman  in  a  situation  like  this,  that 
there  was  an  inevitable  opportunity  for  misunderstanding  as  to  the 
purpose  of  tlie  meeting,  as  to  assurances  that  might  or  might  not  be 
given,  and  so  forth. 

Clemency  was  obviously  at  the  forefront  of  everj'body's  mind  in 
this  meeting  as  one  of  the  things  which  was  a  potential  danger,  and  I 
advised  both  people  at  the  meeting,  Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  Colson,  of  a 
previous  conversation  that  I  had  had  with  the  President  on  that  sub- 
ject, and  indicated  to  them  that 

Senator  Gttexev.  That  was  back  in  July,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Ehrltchman.  Yes,  sir.  I  indicated  to  them  the  substance  of  that 
convereation,  which  was  that  the  President  wanted  no  one  in  the  White 
House  to  get  into  this  whole  area  of  clemency  with  anybody  involved 
in  tliis  case,  and  sniely  not  make  any  assurances  to  anyone. 

Mr.  Colson  said  that  he  was  sure  that  he  could  avoid  that  pitfall 
and  have  the  conversation.  He  was  advised  by  Mr.  Dean  to  either  take 
notes  or  make  such  mental  notes  of  the  conversation  that  he  could  re- 
construct the  conversation  if  the  question  ever  came  up  again.  And  that 
is  what  Mr.  Colson  did.  We  had  a  subsequent  meeting  where 

Senator  Gukxey.  Before  we  go  to  the  subsequent  meeting,  could  you 
be  a  little  more  explicit  in  your  testimony  as  to  how  the  discussion 
arose  about  Executive  clemency?  VTlio  brought  it  up,  and  who  said 
what  on  this  subject  at  the  January  3  meeting  ? 
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Mr.  Dash.  Now,  I  think,  your  diary  shows  you  did  meet  witli  Mr. 
Colson  and  Mr.  Dean  on  January  3,  and  then  you  met  witli  the  Presi- 
dent and  Afr.  HaldciTian  on  Januai-;^'  1  and  again  with  Mr.  Dean  and 
!Mr.  Colson  on  January  5.  This  is  approximately  the  time  that  ^Ir. 
Dean  h.id  testified  that  rhc  request  or  the  issue  came  up  con.'erniuL;-  'Siv. 
Hunt's  desire  for  Executive  clemency.  INIr.  Colson  and  Mr.  Dean,  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Dean's  testimony,  spoke  to  you  about  it  and  that  you 
said,  according  to  his  testimony,  that  you  would  check  with  the  Presi- 
dent and  came  out  and  said  that  no  commitment  should  be  made,  but 
that  some  assurance  shoidd  be  given  to  him.  Do  you  recall  that,  not 
the  testimony,  but  do  you  recall  him  doing  that? 

Mr.  Ehrliciiman-.  Doing  what,  ilr.  Dash? 

IMr.  Dash.  Being  asked  by  Mr.  Colson  and  IMr.  Dean  to  raise  the 
question  of  Executive  clemency  for  Hunt  with  the  President? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  All  right,  stop  right  there.  They  did  not  do  that. 
Now,  go  ahead. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right. 

You  are  checking  with  the  President  whether  or  not  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  give  Mr.  Hunt  Executi\'e  clemency. 

Mr.  EiiRLiCHMAN.  That  would  be  on  the  4th  of  January  in  the  com- 
pany of  Dr.  Kissinger  and  Mr.  Haldeman ;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  Dash.  Sometime  around  that. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  meeting  at  3 :02  on  the  ith.  Is  that  the  meet- 
ing you  are  suggesting? 

Mr.  Dash.  You  met  with  the  President  a  couple  of  times  during  that 
period  of  time  but  on  the  4th  you  did  meet  with  the  President? 

Mr.  EnRLiciiJtAX.  I  did  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  I  met  with  the 
President  one  time  on  the  4th  at  3:02  in  the  company  of  Mr.  Halde- 
man and  Dr.  Kissinger.  Is  that  the  time  you  are  suggesting  that  I 
asked  the  President  if  we  could  give  'Slv.  Hunt  Executive  clemency? 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  meet  with  the  President  on  January  5  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Not  according  to  my  record.  Oh,  excuse  me.  Dr. 
Kissinger  and  I  had  a  10-minute  meeting  with  the  President  at  4:55 
on  that  day. 

~  Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  at  any  time  meet  with  the  President  and  dis- 
cuss E.xecutive  clemency? 

Mr.  EimLiCHMAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  When  ? 

Mr.  EinJLiCHMAN.  In  July  of  1972. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  why  in  July  of  1072  would  you  be  discussing  Exec- 
utive clemency  with  the  President  ? 

Mr.  EniiMciiMAN.  Because  it  occurred  to  me  as  an  organizational 
proposition  that  sooner  or  later  somebody  was  going  to  raise  this  issue 
and  I  thought  it  would  be  a  very  good  idea  to  talk  it  through  with  the 
President  before  it  came  up  in  any  specific  context,  and  find  out  exact- 
ly where  we  stood. 

Mr.  Dash.  By  that  time  the  indictment  had  not  come  down  ? 

Mr.  EiTRLiCHMAX.  That  is  correct. 

Jlr.  Dash.  It  was  shortly  after  the  brcalc-in.  V^\y  would  it  even 
come  to  your  mind  that  any  of  the  defendants  would  have  raised  the 
question  of  Executive  clemency? 

Air.  ErrRr.iciiJiAN.  Because  you  had  a  defendant  who  was  an  em- 
ployee of  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President  and  it  seemed  to 
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me  just  a  ve.iy  natural  thing  that  inforenres  would  be  raised  at  some 
time  in  the  future.  We  had  a  long  walk  on  tlie  beach  on  that  particular 
day  and  we  talked  about  a  lot  of  subjects  and  this  was  one  of  the  sub- 
jects v:e  talked  abouf:. 

Mr.  Dash.  Had  you  had  any  discussion  with  JMr.  Colsoji  or  Mr. 
Hunt  at  that  time  about  it  ? 

Mv.  EiiRLicHMAX.  At  that  time  ? 

jMr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ehklichjiax.  Not  that  I  can  recall. 

Mr.  Dash.  It  would  seem  unlikely  that  you  would  and  it  just  is 
somewhat  surprising  that  so  early  after  the  break-in  you  would  even' 
be  talking  about  Executive  clemency  with  the  President. 

Mr.  Ehplichman.  ^Y\\o  did  it  surprise,  ilr.  Dash  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  I  said  it  does  seem  surprising. 

Mr.  EHnLiciUFAX.  To  you  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  To  me,  that  you  in  July,  shortly  after  the  break-in,  before 
any  indictments,  that  you  would  be  discussing  Executive  clemency,  but 
that  is  your  testimony,  that  you  did. 
^^  Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  All  right,  that  is  what  happened. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  never  did  after  having  any  discussions  with  Mr. 
Dean  later  on  in  January  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  I  am  sorr}',  I  did  not  hear  the  question. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  never  again  discussed  that  with  the  President 
after  talking  with  Mr.  Dean  about  Executive  clemency? 

Mr.  EirRLicHJtAX.  Never  again  ?  No,  I  think  there  were  discussions 
in  March  and  April  of  this  year  about  the  allegations  that  Mr.  Dean 
was  malcing. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  am  referring  back  earlier  to  the  January  period  be- 
cause, to  put  the  point  in  time  accurately,  just  before  Mr.  Hunt  pleaded 
guilty  IS  when  i[r.  Dean 

IMr.  EHRLicHiEAX.  Mr.  Dean's  original  story  was,  of  course,  tliat  I 
jumped  up  from  the  meeting  and  ran  downstairs  and  popped  into  the 
Oval  Office  which,  of  course,  was  nonsense.  So  then,  he  contrived  this 
other  story  and  neither  one  of  them  are  true.  ^Ir.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  On  February  10, 1973.  you,  Mv.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Dean,  and 
Dick  Moore  did  meet  in  La  Costa,  did  you  not? 

oMr.  Ehrlichmax.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  what  the  purpose  of  that  meeting  was? 
Mr.  Ehkijchjiax.  Yes,  that  meeting  was  called  because  the  Presi- 
dent had  asked  who  was  handling  the  preparation  of  the  White  House 
case  for  the  Senate  Select  Committee  hearings,  and  what  planning 
was  being  done,  and  what  was  the  Wiitc  House  position  going  to  be 
on  matters  like  executive  privilege,  and  there  were  no  answers  to 
those  questions.  We  had  just  come  from  the  inaugural,  everybody 
had  been  very  busily  occupied  up  to  that  point,  and  frankly,  there 
was  not  anybody  handling  that,  and  so  one  of  us.  and  I  forget  who, 
called  John  Dean  and  asked  liim  to  come  out,  and  sit  down  and  talk 
through  this  whole  subject  of  "WHiite  House  response,  so  to  speak, 
to  the  upcominG:  hearinirs  of  the  Senate  Select  Committee. 

iNIr.  Dash.  Well,  did  the  discussion  include  just — not  only  the  AVhite 
House  resnonse  in  general  on  executive  privilege  issues,  but  did  it  also 
include  what  steps  you  might  take  in  terms  of  affecting  the  resolution 
authorizing  this  committee?  "Wliat  steps  you  might  take  in  obtaining 
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The  time  has  come  to  turn  Watergate  over  to  the  courts,  where  tlie 
questions  of  guilt  or  itinoccncc  belong.  The  time  has  come  for  the  rest  of  us 
to  get  on  with  the  urgent  business  of  our  Nation. 

Last  November,  the  American  people  were  given  the  clearest  choice 
of  this  century.  Your  votes  were  a  mandate,  which  I  accepted,  to  complete 
the  initiatives  we  began  in  my  first  term  and  to  fulfill  the  promises  I  made 
for  my  second  term. 

This  Administration  was  elected  to  control  inflation — to  reduce  the 
power  and  size  of  Government — to  cut  the  cost  of  Government  so  that  you 
can  cut  the  cost  of  living — to  preserve  and  defend  those  fundamental 
values  that  have  made  America  great — to  keep  the  Nation's  military 
strength  second  to  none — to  achieve  peace  with  honor  in  .Southeast  Asia, 
and  to  bring  home  our  prisoners  of  war — to  build  a  new  prosperity,  with- 
out inflation  and  without  war — to  create  a  structure  of  peace  in  the  world 
that  would  endure  long  after  we  are  gone. 

These  are  great  goals,  they  are  worthy  of  a  great  people,  and  I  would 
not  be  true  to  your  trust  if  I  let  myself  be  turned  aside  from  achieving  those 
goals. 

If  you  .share  my  belief  in  these  goals — if  you  want  the  mandate  you 
gave  this  Administration  to  be  carried  out — then  I  ask  for  your  help  to 
ensure  that  those  who  would  exploit  Watergate  in  order  to  keep  us  from 
doing  what  we  were  elected  to  do  will  not  succeed. 

I  ask  tonight-for  your  understanding,  so  that  as  a  Nation  we  can  learn 
the  lessons  of  Watergate  and  gain  from  that  experience. 

I  ask  for  your  help  in  reaffirming  our  dedication  to  the  principles  of 
decency,  honor,  and  respect  for  the  imtitutions  that  have  sustained  our 
progress  through  these  past  two  centuries. 

And  I  ask  for  your  support  in  getting  on  once  again  with  meeting 
your  problems,  improving  your  life,  building  your  future. 

With  your  help,  with  God's  help,  we  will  achieve  those  great  goals 
for  America. 

Thank  you  and  good  evening. 

note:  The  President  spoke  at  9  p.m.  in  his  Oval  Office  at  the  White  House.  His 
address  was  broadcast  live  on  radio  and  television. 

The   Watergate   InveStication  ''^^  evidence  is  not  only  extensive  but  ver\  much  in  con- 

flict.  It  would  be  neither  fair  nor  appropriate  for  me 
fatement  by  the  President.     August    15,  1973  to  assess  the  evidence  or  comment  on  specific  witnesses 

or  their  credibility.  That  is  the  function  of  the  Senate 

On  May  17  the  Senate  Select  Committee  began  its        Committee  and  the  courts.  What  I  intend  to  do  here  is 

hearings  on  Watergate.  Five  day.s  later,  on  May  22,  I        to  cover  the  princip.il  issues  relating  to  my  own  conduct 

Issued   a  detailed  statement   discus.sing   my   relationship        ^^^ich  have  been  raised  since  mv  statement  of  May  22, 

to  the  matter.  I  stated  categorically  that  I  had  no  prior        .^^j  jj,ereby  to  place  the  testimony  on  those  issues  in  per- 


spective. 


knowledge  of  the  Watergate  operation  and  that  I  neither 

knew  of  nor  took  part  in  any  subsequent  efTorts  to  cover  ,      .  ,         . ,       r..^    ,        .  ,      ,             ■       i         i    i         r 

it  up.   I  also  stated  that  I  would  not  invoke  executive  '  '""'^  °"  ^^'^>'  "  'hat  I  had  no  prior  knowledge  of 

privilege  as  to  testimony  by  present  and  former  mem-  '^"^  W'atergate  operation.  In  all  the  tesUn.oiiy,  there  is 

bers  of  my  \Vhite  House  Staff  with  respect  to  possible  "°'  '^e  slightest  evidence  to  the  contrary.  Not  a  single 

criminal  acts  then  under  investigation.  witness  has  testified  that   I   had  any  knowledge  of  the 

Thirty-five  witnesses  have  testified  so  far.  The  record  planning  for  the  Watergate  break-in. 

is  more  than  7,.50O  pages  and  some  2  million  words  long.  It  is  al.so  true,  as  I  said  on  May  22,  tli.it  I  took  no  p.irt 

The  allegations  are  many,  the  facLs  are  complicated,  and  in,   and   w.as   not   aware   of,   any   subsequent   efforts   to 
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write  a  complete  report  on  all  that  he  knew  of  the  entire 
Watergate  matter.  On  March  28,  I  had  Mr.  Ehrlichman 
call  the  Attorney  General  to  find  out  if  he  had  additional 
information  about  Watergate  generally  or  White  House 
involvement.  The  Attorney  General  was  told  that  I 
wanted  to  hear  directly  from  him,  and  not  through  any 
staff  people,  if  he  had  any  information  on  White  House 
involvement  or  if  inform.ition  of  that  kind  should  tome 
to  him.  The  Attorney  General  indicated  to  Mr.  Ehrlich- 
man that  he  had  no  such  information.  When  I  learned 
on  March  30  that  Mr.  Dean  had  been  unable  to  com- 
plete his  report,  I  instructed  Mr.  Ehrlichman  to  con- 
duct an  independent  inquiry  and  bring  all  the  facts  to 
me.  On  April  14,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  gave  me  his  findings, 
and  I  directed  that  he  report  them  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral immediately.  On  April  15,  .Attorney  General  Klein- 
dienst  and  Assistant  Attorney  General  Petersen  told  me 
of  new  information  that  had  been  received  by  the 
prosecutors. 

By  that  time  the  fragmentary  information  I  had  been 
given  on  March  21  had  been  supplemented  in  important 
ways,  particularly  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  report  to  me  on 
April  14,  by  the  information  Mr.  Kleindienst  and  Mr. 
Petersen  gave  me  on  April  15,  and  by  independent  in- 
quiries I  had  been  making  on  my  own.  At  that  point,  I 
realized  that  I  would  not  be  able  personally  to  find  out 
all  of  the  facts  and  make  them  public,  and  I  concluded 
that  the  matter  was  best  handled  by  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment and  the  grand  jury.  On  April  17,  I  announced  that 
ne\s'  inquiries  \vere  underway,  as  a  result  of  what  I  had 
learned  on  March  21  and  in  my  own  investigation  since 
that  time.  I  instructed  all  Go\ernmcnt  employees  to  co- 
operate with  the  judicial  process  as  it  mo\ed  ahead  on 
this  matter  and  expressed  my  personal  view  that  no  im- 
munity should  be  given  to  any  individual  who  had  held 
a  position  of  major  importance  in  this  Administration. 

My  consistent  position  from  the  beginning  has  been 
to  get  out  the  facts  about  ^Vatergate,  not  to  cover  them 

On  May  22  I  said  that  at  no  time  did  I  authorize  any 
offer  of  executi\e  clemency  for  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants, nor  did  I  know  of  any  such  offer.  I  reafTimi  that 
statement.  Indeed,  I  made  my  view  clear  to  Mr.  Ehr- 
lichman in  July  1972,  that  under  no  circumstances  could 
executive  clemencv  be  considered  for  those  who  partici- 
pated in  the  Watergate  break-in.  I  maintained  that 
o^ition  throughout. 
On  May  22  I  said  that  "it  was  not  until  the  time  of 
my  own  investigation  that  I  learned  of  the  lireak-in  at 
the  f>frice  of  Mr.  Ellsherg's  psychiatrist,  and  I  spcrificallv 
authorized  the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge 
Byrne."  After  a  \ery  careful  review,  I  have  determined 
that  this  statement  of  mine  is  not  precisely  accurate.  It 
was  on  March  17  that  I  first  learned  of  the  break-in  at 
the  office  of  Dr.  Fielding,  and  that  was  4  davs  before  the 
beginning  of  my  own  investigation  on  March  21.  I  was 


told  then  that  nothing  by  way  of  evidence  had  been  ob- 
tained in  the  break-in.  On  April  18  I  learned  that  the 
Justice  Department  had  interrogated  or  was  .going  to 
interrogate  Mr.  Hunt  about  thi^i  break-in.  I  was  gravely 
concerned  that  other  activities  of  the  Special  Investiga- 
tions Unit  might  be  disclosed,  because  I  knew  this  could 
seriously  injure  the  national  security.  Con-cquently,  I 
directed  Mr.  Petersen  to  stick  to  the  Watergate  inyestiga- 
tion  and  stay  out  of  national  .security  matters.  On  April 
25  Attorney  General  Kleindienst  came  to  me  and  urged 
that  the  fact  of  the  break-in  should  be  disclosed  to  the 
court,  despite  the  fact  that,  since  no  evidence  had  been 
obtained,  the  law  did  not  clearly  require  it.  I  concurred 
and  authorized  him  to  report  the  break-in  to  Judge 
Byrne. 

In  view  of  the  incident  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office,  let  me 
emphasize  two  things. 

First,  it  was  and  is  important  that  many  of  the  matters 
worked  on  by  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  not  be  puh- 
licly  disclosed  because  disclosure  yvould  unquestionably 
damage  the  national  security.  This  is  why  I  have  exer- 
cised executive  privilege  on  some  of  these  matters  in  con- 
nection with  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Ehrlichman  and  others. 
The  Senate  Committee  has  learned  through  its  investiga- 
tion the  general  facts  of  some  of  these  security  matters 
and  has  to  date  wisely  declined  to  make  them  public  or 
to  contest  in  these  respects  my  claim  of  executive  privilege. 

Second,  I  at  no  time  authorized  the  use  of  illegal  means 
by  the  .Sjiccial  Investigations  Unit,  and  I  w.as  not  aware 
of  the  break-in  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office  until  March  17. 
1973. 

Many  persons  will  ask  why,  when  the  facts  are  as  I  have 
.stated  them,  I  do  not  make  public  the  tape  record'mgs 
of  mv  meetings  and  conversations  with  members  of  the 
White  House  Staff  during  this  period. 

I  am  aware  that  such  terms  as  '"separation  of  powers" 
and  "executive  privilege"  are  lawyers'  terms,  and  that 
those  doctrines  have  been  called  "abstruse"  and  "eso- 
teric." Let  me  state  the  commonsense  of  the  matter. 
Every  day  a  President  of  the  United  States  is  required 
to  make  difficult  derisions  on  grave  issues.  It  is  absolutely 
essential,  if  the  President  is  to  be  able  to  do  his  job  as 
the  country  expects,  that  he  be  able  to  talk  openly  and 
candidly  with  his  advisers  about  issues  and  individuals 
and  that  they  be  able  to  talk  in  the  same  fashion  ^vith 
him.  Indeed,  on  occasion,  they  nuist  be  able  to  "blow  off 
steam"  about  important  public  figures.  This  kind  of 
frank  discussion  is  only  possible  when  those  \yho  take 
part  in  it  can  feel  asiued  that  what  they  'ay  is  in  the 
strictest  ctmfidenre. 

The  Presidency  is  not  the  only  office  that  requires 
confidentiality  if  it  is  to  fimction  effectively.  .V  Member 
of  Congress  must  be  able  to  talk  in  confidence  y^iih  his 
assistants.  Judge*  must  be  able  to  confer  in  confidence 
with  their  law  clerks  and  with  each  other.  Throughout 
our  entire  historv  the  need  for  this  kind  of  confidentiality 
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Uppv,T  Great  Lakes  Regional 
Commission 

AjitiouyLcement  of  Intention  To  Nominate 
Ray7nond  C.  Anderson  To  Be  Federal  Cochairman. 
November  16,  1973 

The  President  today  announced  hU  intention  to  nomi- 
nate Raymond  C.  Anderson,  of  Maple  City,  Mich.,  to 
be  Federal  Cochairman  of  the  Upper  Great  Lakes 
Regional  Commission.  He  will  succeed  Thomas  F. 
Sch'.veigert,  who  became  Alternate  Federal  Member  of  the 
Delaware  River  JSasin  Commission  on  September  6,  1973. 

From  1969  to  1971,  Mr,  Anderson  served  as  executive 
assistant  to  Michigan  Gov,  William  G.  Milliken,  He  has 
been  retired  since  1971  and  was  also  retired  from  1964 
to  1959,  From  1959  to  1964,  he  served  as  administrative 
assistant  to  then-Congressman  Robert  P.  GritFin,  from 
1S52  to  1959,  he  was  adm.inistrative  assistant  to  Senator 
Charles  E.  Potter  of  Michigan,  and  he  wa.^  administrative 
assistant  to  Congressman  Roy  O.  Woodrufi  of  Michigan 
from  1937  to  1944  and  from  1946  to  1952. 

He  was  bom  on  March  5,  1912,  in  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.  Mr.  Anderson  was  graduated  from  Grand  Rapids 
Junior  College  in  1932.  From  1944  to  1946,  he  served 
as  an  officer  in  the  U.S.  Navy. 

note:    The  announcex.ent  -.vas  released  at  Key  Biscayne,  Fla. 


Associated  Press  Managing 

Editors  Association 

The  Prcsnlent's  Remarks  in  a  Qiieslinn-and-Answer 
.SV.*j/'..'i  .'•?  the  Associatiu7i\<i  Annual  Conit-ntion  in 
0:l-rd  ,.  Florida.      Nofrmber  17, 1973 

Tki.     r.'<r.siniiNr.     P),-ui,'i:':l     Quinn    aft'    ladies    and 


"iVhen  Jack  Homer,'  who  has  been  a  correspondent 
i.-  \*^"ashington  and  other  places  around  the  world,  retired 
afrer  40  years,  he  once  told  me  that  if  I  thought  ihat  the 
^^'hire  House  Press  Corps  answered  (asked)  tough  ques- 
licns,  he  (I)  should  hear  the  kind  of  questions  the  manag- 
ing editors  asked  him.  Consequendy,  I  welcome  this 
opportunity  tonight  to  meet  with  the  managing  editors  of 
the  Nation's  newspapers. 

I  will  not  have  an  opening  statement  because  I  know, 
w::h  400  of  you,  it  will  be  hard  to  get  through  all  of  the 
questions  you  have,  and  I  understand  the  Preiident  has  a 
prerogati-.  e  of  asking  the  first  question. 

Mr.  Quinn  [John  C.  Quinn,  Gannett  Newspapers,  and 
president.  Associated  Press  Managing  Editors  Associa- 
tic-] 

W.^TERCATE    ..\N"D    THE    FuTURE 

Q.  Mr.  President,  this  morning.  Governor  Askew  of 
Ficrida  addressed  this  group  and  recalled  the  words  of 
Benjamin  Franklin.  When  leaving  the  Constitutional 
Ccnvention  he  was  asked,  "What  have  you  given  us,  sir,  a 
m.cnarch  or  a  republic?"  Franklin  answered,  "A  republic, 
sir.  if  you  can  keep  it." 

Mr.  President,  in  the  prevailing  pessimism  of  the  linger- 
ing matter  ^ve  call  \Vatergate,  can  we  keep  that  republic, 
sir.  and  how? 

The  PREStDENT.  Well,  ?.fr.  Quinn,  I  would  certainly 
no;  b*  standing  here  answering  these  questions  unless  I  had 
a  £rm  belief  that  we  could  keep  the  republic,  that  we  must 
keeo  it,  not  only  foi  -nrs'-lves,  but  for  the  whole  world. 
I  recognize  that  because  of  mistakes  that  were  made,  and 
I  r.uit  take  responsibility  for  those  mistakes,  whether  in 
the  campaign  or  during  the  course  of  an  administration, 
thi:  there  arc  those  who  wonder  whether  this  republic  can 
?ur."i\e.  But  I  also  know  that  the  hopes  of  the  wh.ole 
wcrld  for  peace,  not  only  now,  but  in  the  yeais  to  co.me. 
ren?  in.  the  United  States  of  .■\mcnca.  And  I  can  assure  yov. 
ih."i:  as  long  as  1  am  physically  able  to  handle  the  position 
to  .-hich  I  was  elected,  and  then  rrelected  l.ts'.  Nov  ember. 


Oirr-c'.t  D.  ija.-'s)  H^^r.^rr  l^:^i  a  reprrl.T  with  tJ-.i:  \V.ii.*:tric:j-r. 
ir  fr-j-m  i?.>7  until  hi>  rctirrmrnt  in  Nowmb.-r  I?tTj.  Sir.J-? 
:~  he  wai  Wliit*!  Hou-sc  cvrrfspunJcnt  for  that  i^cwspapcr. 
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;.:-  ■•  :■.  if.  iho  i-i;J(,!Il  -li  .1  rn;iv(.Ti:'.:!c:a  ■•. iir  Mr.  Kloiti- 
i.i(c"~l  in  tiic  inidille  o!  lii",-  afterp.ooii.  Siiiiilay  .ucernnon. 

Aiui  a  l:vtor  cotivci-sation  (  had,  the  rc.-^t  of  Kleindirn.>;t'.s 
ro!r.i.-i>.'tion,  ;i  later  corivtrsaiion  I  liaj  also  with  Mr. 
Pl■L-l^cl•■,  and  the  ctuiv ersation  at  9  o'clock  at  nii;ht  with 
Mr.  Oj.m  w.'i.s  not  there. 

.S-'  !  tried  to  find  whatever  recording,  whatever  record 
iliat  wc.uld  help  the  proieculor  in  this  itibtancs  to  rcco-.i- 
stn'.'i  the  evidence,  Ijecause  it  w,.b  the  evidence  th:;l  he 
w.t;  after  and  not  just  the  tape. 

Wh.it  I  found  w;u.  not  2  dictabelt.  What  I  found  \vas 
iriy  ho.ndwritteii  notes  made  at  the  time  of  tlie  conversa- 
tion. I  have  turned  those  o\er  to  or  have  authGrlz<"d  my 
counsel  to  turn  those  notes  over  to  the  judge,  so  that  he 
can  have  them  checked  for  authenticity,  and  I  understand 
there  are  ways  that  he  can  tell  that  they  were  written 
at  that  time.  Those  handwritten  notes  are  available. 

And  then  I  did  one  other  thing  which  I  think  will  also 
be  helpful.  The  ne.\t  day  I  had  a  conversation  with  Mr. 
Dean  in  the  morning  at  10  o'clock.  That  conversation 
w.is  recorded,  and  in  that  conversation  there  are  repeated 
reference.^  to  what  was  said  the  night  before,  and  svhen 
compared  with  my  handwritten  notes  it  is  clear  that  we 
are  di.scussing  the  same  subjects. 

That  entire  tape,  as  well  as  the  conversation  I  had 
in  the  afternoon  with  Mr.  Dean  for  about  20  minutes 
will  be  made  available  to  the  court  even  though  the  court 
has  not  subpoenaed  them. 

I  would  just  simply  say  in  conclusion  you  can  be  very 
sure  that  this  kind  of  a  subject  is  one  that  is  a  difficult 
one  to  explain.  It  appeai-s  that  it  is  impossible  that  when 
we  have  an  Apollo  svstem  that  we  could  have  two  missing 
tapes  when  the  White  House  is  concerned.  Let  me  explain 
for  one  moment  what  the  system  was.  This  is  n#  Apollo 
system.  I  found  that  it  cost — I  just  learned  this — $2,500. 
I  found  that  instead  of  h.'wing  the  kind  of  equipment  that 
was  there  when  President  Johnson  was  there,  which  wa? 
incidentally  much  l]ettcr  equipment,  but  I  found — and 
I  am  not  saving  that  critically — but  I  found  that  in  this 
instance  it  was  a  Sony,  a  little  .Sony  that  they  had.  and 
that  what  they  had  are  these  little  lapel  mikes  in  my  desks. 
And  .as  a  result  the  conversations  in  the  Ov.al  Office,  the 
conversations  in  the  Cabinet  Riiom,  and  particularly  those 
in  the  EOS,  those  are  the  three  rooms,  only  those  three 
ro'in-.s.  where  they  recorded — for  ex.">mp!c.  the  Western 
^Vhite  House  had  no  recording  equioment,  and  my  house 
in  Key  Bi-xayne  had  none— but  as  far  as  those  particular 
recordings  are  concerned,  the  reason  that  you  have  heard 
that  there  are  difficulties  in  hearing  them  is  that  the  system 
it.sclf  uv.s  not  a  sophisticated  svstem. 

I  uu  .lot  mean  to  suggest  by  that  that  the  judge,  bv 
hstcning  to  them,  will  not  hr?  able  to  get  the  facts,  and  I 
would  simply  ronclufle  by  saying  Ihi^:  I  think  I  know 
•.vlr.ii  i.N  on  these  t.ipe--  from  having  li-tencd  to  some,  those 
bcf.i.'c  ^farrh  21,  iiiid  also  from  h.uing  seen  from  my 
s'.Trer..T."s  notes  the  liighlit'hts  of  others.  And  I  ran  a-.sure 


V.  ;i;  tl;at  ;ho<c 


•.h   ,.th,- 


.•.ir  prc;- 


and,  I  hope,  eventually  to  the  grand  jury.  ..:i..:  I  trust  in 
-some  way  we  can  Find  a  way  at  least  to  get  the  substance 
to  the  Americiin  people,  thc\  will  prove  tht^e  thii.gs  with- 
out question: 

One,  that  I  had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  the  Water- 
gate break-in  before  it  o;  currtd.  ^^^ 

Two,  that  I  never  authori.;ed  the  offer  of  ricn'.ency  to 
anybody  and,  as  a  mutter  of  fact,  turned  it  down  when- 
ever it  was  snggcstcd.  ft  was  not  recommended  by  any 
member  of  my  staff  but  it  was,  on  or.ca_sion.  suggested  a.s  a 
result  of  news  reports  that  clemency  might  become  a 
factor.  ^» 

And  third,  as  far  as  any  knowledge  with  regard  to 
the  payinent  of  blackmail  money,  which,  as  you  recall,  was 
the  charge  that  w;is  made,  that  Mr.  Hunt's  attorney  had 
asked  for .?  1 20,000  in  mone>  to  be  paid  to  him  or  he  would 
tell  things  about  members  of  the  White  Hotoe  Staff,  not 
about  ^Vatergate,  that  might  be  embarrassing. 

Testimony  had  been  given  before  the  Senate  committee 
that  I  was  told  that  before  the  21st  of  March,  actually 
told  it  on  the  13th  of  March.  I  know  I  heard  it  for  the 
first  time  the  2 1st  of  March,  and  I  will  reveal  this  m.uch  of 
the  conversation — I  am  sure  the  judge  wouldn't  mind. 

I  recall  very  well  Mr.  Dean,  after  the  c-onversation 
began,  telling  me,  "Mr.  President,  there  are  some  things 
about  this  I  haven't  told  you.  I  think  you  should  know 
them."  And  then  he  proceeded  then  for  the  first  time  to  tell 
me  about  that  money. 

Now,  I  realize  that  some  will  wonder  about  the  truth 
of  these  particular  statem.ents  that  I  have  made.  I  am 
going  to  hand  out  later — I  won't  hand  them  out,  but  I 
will  have  one  of  your  executives  hand  out  my  May  22 
statement,  my  August  15  statement,  and  one  uith  regard 
to  these  two  tapes.  You  can  believe  them  if  yoii  want — I 
can  tell  you  it  Is  the  truth  because  I  have  listened  to  or 
have  had  knowledge  of,  from  someone  I  have  confidence 
in,  as  to  what  is  in  the  tapes. 

Q.  Mr.  President,  Richard  Tuttle,  Democrat  and 
Chronicle,  Rochester,  New  York.  Could  you  tell  us  your 
personal  reaction  and  your  political  reaction — and  within 
that  word  I  mean  your  credibility  with  the  .American 
people — your  reaction  to  the  discovery  that  the  Dean  and 
Nfltchell  tapes  did  not  e.\ist? 

The  PRESroENT.  W'ell,  my  personal  reaction  was  one 
of  verv  great  disappointment,  because  I  wanted  the  evi- 
dence out,  and  I  knew  that  when  there  was  any  indication 
that  something  didn't  exist,  immediately  there  would  be 
the  impression  that  some  w.ay,  either  the  President,  or 
more  likely,  perhaps  somebody  on  the  President's  staff, 
knew  there  was  somet'ning  on  those  tapes  that  it  wouldn't 
be  wise  to  get  out.  But  let  nie  point  out  again,  uhile  I  w.\s 
disappointed,  let  nic  say  T  would  ha\e  l.ecn  .i  lot  more 
disappointed  if  the  tapes  th.'.t  had  been  considered  in;- 
portaut  by  both  .Mr.  C<'.<.  the  Speri.nl  Prosecutor,  and  t'ne 
EiVm  committee,  if  ai-.y  one  of  those  had  been  missing. 
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Kun/ii;,  will)  i-.  ao'-i  .111  .v-^iii  i.ilc  jml'^c  of  lliu  U.S.  Ci'uii  t 
ot  Claims. 

Mr.  S:inip-oii  lias  lnx-n  Aciirr,'  .VdiiiliUNir.Uor  of  C,r\>- 
cial  Scnirr.s  since  June  2,  1!'72.  Hi-  joined  the  Ck-iuliI 
Services  .Xdininistnition  in  I'.HJO  .xs  CoMl^lis^ionl■r  of  ilic 
Fcdcial  Supply  Sci-\icc.  Froni  1970  to  1972  he  was  Coni- 
riiis.sioncr  of  ihc  Public  Riiiklinss  Scr\icc  in  GSA  and  the 
first  Deputy  AUiiiinistrator  of  GS.'V  for  Special  Projects. 

He  came  to  the  General  Services  .Vdministration  after 
C  vcars  in  Pennsvlvania  State  ijovcnimrnt,  where  he  was 
secretars'  of  administration  and  budget  secretary  niider 
Gov.  RaMiiond  P.  Shafer,  and  deputy  .secretary  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  property  and  supplies,  under 
Gov.  William  \V.  Srranton.  Prior  to  cntcrin!;  go\  ernmcnt 
service,  he  was  cmp'o\cd  bv  the  General  Electric  Co.  for 
12  years. 

Mr.  Sampson  was  born  on  October  8,  1926,  in  Warren, 
R  I.  He  received  his  B.S.  decree  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  19.")1  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

Actixe  in  several  professional  ort;ani?alions.  Mr.  Samp- 
son was  presented  the.S\ncrg\  Ifl  .Award  for  outstanding 
contributions  toward  the  ad\.inceiiient  of  architecture  by 
the  Societv  of  .\nierican  Registered  .\rcliitects  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  w.is  selected  as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
Works  Men  of  the  Year,  and  he  w.is  named  an  honorary 
member  of  the  .American  Institute  of  .Architects. 

He  and  his  w  ife,  Blanche,  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  Wasliington,  D.C. 

NOTE:  For  tlx  Prr-.id''nl's  st-ltrmf-nt  upon  niin'nmrini^  hi5  intention 
to  nomin.Ttc  Mr.  S.imp>on,  sec  th*!  jirrcrrlini;  item 
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Tlic  \Vatcrgalc  Investigation 

Stntcmoils  by  the  President.      Mny  22,  1973 


Recent  news  accounts  growing  out  of  testimony  in  the 
Watergate  iiuestigatioiis  have  given  grossly  misle.Kling 
impressions  of  many  of  the  facts.  ;!?  they  rel.ite  both  to  my 
own  role  and  to  certain  unrelated  acti\ities  in\oKing  na- 
tional security. 

Already,  on  the  IkinIs  of  second-  .mil  third-hand  lic.iiNay 
lestimoiiv  bv  persons  rllliiT  com  i>  led  or  lliemseKes  under 
investigation  in  the  ease,  1  li.ue  fniind  nnself  .irciiscd  of 
iiivfjlvement  in  .iMi\iiii's  I  ncvir  hf.iid  oi  until  I  icul 
about  them  in  nev.,  .iccoimls. 

These  impie-siiiiis  i  tnild  .iN'i  le.id  to  .i  serious  iiii^iuuli-r- 
sianding  of  tlios,-  n.ilion.il  m-i  uriiy  .ii  liv  llii'..  \\hicli.  though 
tol.lllv  •,.■:.!.,;.  !  ■■  ".'.'..;;;;;. It,-.  Il.i\e  liri  irmc  cut. lllglid  in 
the  c.isi.  'lliev  i  iiiill  le.id  to  fiiilher  ci'inproiuisr  o|  sensi- 
tive ii.ili'iu.il  sei  uiit\  iiifi)nii.ition. 


I  will  not  ab.indon  my  responsibilities.  I  wi!I  contir^uc 
to  do  the  joli  I  wa.s  elected  to  do. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  set  forth  the 
facts  .as  I  know  them  ;ls  they  relate  to  my  own  rcle. 

'With  regard  to  the  specific  allegations  that  have  lieen 
made,  I  can  and  do  state  categorically: 

1.  I  .had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  \\'atergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  in.  nor  wa.s  I  aware  of,  any  subsequent 
efTorts  that  may  h.avc  been  made  to  cover  up 
Watergate. 

3.  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  any  offer  of  executive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  offer. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  until  the  time  of  my  own  investiga- 
tion, of  any  effort  to  provide  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  time  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  others 
to  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CIA  in  the  Watergate 
matter. 

6.  It  w.Ts  not  until  the  time  of  my  own  investigation 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  office  of  Mr. 
Kllsberg's  psychiatrist,  and  I  specifically  authorized 
the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge  Byrne. 

7.  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subordinates  to 
engage  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tactics. 

In  the  accompanWng  statement,  I  have  sought  to  pro- 
vide the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  in 
perspective.  I  h.a\e  specifically  stated  that  executive 
privilege  will  not  be  invoked  .xs  to  any  testimony  concern- 
ing possible  crimin.ll  conduct  or  discussions  of  possible 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  under  investigation.  I 
want  the  public  to  learn  the  truth  about  W.-itcrgatc  and 
those  guilty  of  any  illegal  actions  brought  to  justice. 


Allegations  surrounding  the  Watergate  affair  have  so 
cscal.ated  that  I  feel  a  further  statement  from  the  President 
is  required  at  this  time. 

A  climate  of  sensationalism  h.ts  developed  in  which 
even  second-  or  third-hand  hearsay  charges  arc  headlined 
as  fact  and  repeated  as  fact. 

Important  national  security  operations  which  them- 
selves had  no  connection  with  Watergate  have  become 
entangled  in  the  case. 

.\s  a  result,  .some  national  security  information  has 
already  been  made  public,  through  court  orders,  through 
the  subpoenaing  of  documents,  and  through  testimony 
witnesses  h.ive  given  in  judici.il  and  Coti.gressional  pro- 
ceedings. Other  sensitive  documents  are  now  threatened 
with  (iisclosure.  Continuetl  silence  about  these  operations 
uouKl  compromise  rather  than  protect  them,  and  wo;i!d 
.iKo  st:r\e  to  pi'rpetu.ite  a  grossly  distorte*.!  \'iew — wp.ich 
recent  parli.il  dis.liisure.s  h.ue  given — of  the  nature  and 
purpose  of  those  oper.itions. 
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r.':;i'  .'  •  ■!.■-'  i:!-;  'i-^cn  rL-ni--  lJ  ■.vi'h  l^.^■  rlMi'.^''  of  :;f!m.i;i:.s- 
trati!i;is)  anil  wliir.h  bfireuirecclyfiii  tht:  ne;,'.)tiation.<  iJi=n 
in  prorjrcsi.  Additional  assigiimcntj  included  tracing  down 
ollit-r  national  security  'oak.^,  includinn;  one  that  .seriously 
co,-;in-,r;mised  th;  U.S.  ii^^^btiatins;  pisition  in  the  SALT 
talks. 

The  \vork  of  the  unit  tapered  off  around  the  end  of 
1971.  The  nature  of  its  work  was  such  that  it  involved 
matters  that,  from  a  national  sc:curity  standpoint,  were 
highly  sensitive  then  and  remain  so  today. 

These  intelligence  activities  had  no  connection  with  the 
break-in  of  the  Democratic  headquarters,  or  the  aftermath. 

I  considered  it  my  responsibility  to  see  that  the  Water- 
gate investigation  did  not  impinge  adversely  upon  the  na- 
tional security  area.  For  example,  on  April  18,  1973, 
when  I  learned  that  Mr.  Hunt,  a  former  member  of  the 
Special  Investigations  Unit  at  the  White  House,  was  to 
be  questioned  by  the  U.S.  Attorney,  I  directed  .'\ssistant 
Attorney  General  Petersen  to  pursue  every  issue  involving 
Watergate  but  to  confine  his  investigation  to  Watergate 
and  related  matters  and  to  stay  out  of  national  security 
matters.  Subsequently,  on  April  25,  1973,  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Kleindienst  informed  me  that  because  the  Govern- 
ment had  clear  evidence  that  Mr.  Hunt  was  involved  in 
the  break-in  of  the  office  of  the  [psychiatrist  who  had 
treated  Mr.  EUsberg,  he,  the  Attorney  General,  believed 
that  despite  the  fact  that  no  evidence  had  been  obtained 
from  Hunt's  acts,  a  report  should  nevertheless  be  made  to 
the  court  trying  the  EUsberg  case.  I  concurred,  and  di- 
rected that  the  information  be  transmitted  to  Judge  Byrne 
immediately. 

Watergate 

The  burglary  and  bugging  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee  headquarters  came  as  a  complete  surprise  to 
me.  I  had  no  inkling  that  any  such  illegal  activities  had 
been  planned  by  persons  associated  with  my  campaign; 
if  I  had  known,  I  would  not  have  permitted  it.  My  im- 
mediate reaction  was  that  those  guilty  should  be  brought 
to  justice,  and,  with  the  five  burglars  themselves  already 
in  custody,  I  assumed  that  they  would  be. 

Within  a  few  days,  however,  I  was  advised  that  ther« 
was  a  possibility  of  CIA  involvement  in  some  way. 

It  did  seem  to  me  possible  that,  because  of  the  involve- 
ment of  fo.Tner  CIA  personnel,  and  because  of  some  of 
their  apparent  a.<isociations,  the  investigation  could  lead 
to  the  uncovering  of  covert  CIA  operations  totally  unre- 
lated to  the  Watergate  break-in. 

In  addition,  by  this  time,  the  name  of  Mr.  Hunt  had 
surfaced  in  connection  with  Watergate,  and  I  was  alerted 
to  the  fact  that  he  had  previously  been  a  member  of  the 
Spcci.i!  Investigations  Unit  in  the  White  House.  There- 
fore, I  was  a!s<;  concerned  that  the  Watergate  investigation 
might  well  lead  to  an  inquiry  into  the  activities  of  the 
Sprcial  lnve^r?^:t^'n^<;  TTnit  itself. 


T;i  this  ar-_-?.,  I  .f-i'.  '•  v.-.n-S  imp..r'.-'.nt  to  a'-oid  dl.-':!-<':.-r 
of  the  details  of  the  nati'inal  scc^irity  mailers  with  v.hich 
the  t;roup  w.ts  concerned.  I  knew  that  once  the  existence 
of  the  group  became  known,  it  would  lead  L^e.xo^ablv  to 
a  discussion  of  these  matters,  some  of  which  remain,  cv-n 
today,  highly  sensitive. 

I  v/anted  justice  done  with  regard  to  Watergate;  but  in 

the  scale  of  national  priorities  '.vith  which  I  had  to  deal 

and  not  at  that  time  Isaving  any  idea  of  the  extent  of 
political  abuse  which  Watergate  reflected — I  aUo  had  to 
be  deeply  concerned  xvith  ensuring  that  neither  the  covert 
operations  of  the  CIA  nor  the  operations  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  should  be  compromised.  Therefore, 
I  instructed  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  to  ensure 
that  the  investigation  of  the  break-in  not  expose  either  an 
unrelated  covert  operation  of  the  CIA  or  the  activities  of 
the  White  House  investigations  unit — and  to  see  that  this 
was  personally  coordinated  between  General  Walters,  the 
Deputy  Director  of  the  CIA,  and  Mr.  Gray  of  the  FBI. 
It  was  certainly  not  my  intent,  nor  my  wish,  that  the  in- 
vesdgation  of  the  Watergate  break-in  or  of  related  acts 
be  impeded  in  any  way. 

On  July  6,  1972,  I  telephoned  the  Acting  Director  of 
the  FBI,  L.  Patrick  Gray,  to  congratulate  him  on  his 
successful  handling  of  the  hijacking  of  a  Pacific  Southwest 
Airlines  plane  the  previous  day.  During  the  conversation 
Mr.  Gray  discussed  with  me  the  progress  of  the  ^V'ater- 
gate  investigation,  and  I  asked  him  whether  he  had  talked 
V.  1th  General  Walters.  Mr.  Gray  said  that  he  had,  and  that 
General  Walters  had  assured  him  that  the  CIA  was  not 
involved.  In  the  discussion,  Mr.  Gray  suggested  that  the 
matter  of  Watergate  might  lead  higher.  I  told  him  to  press 
ahead  with  hb  investigation.  ■-. 

It  now  seems  that  later,  through  whatever  complex  of 
individual  motives  and  possible  misunderstandings,  there 
were  apparendy  wide-ranging  efforts  to  limit  the  inves- 
tigation or  to  conceal  the  possible  involvement  of  members 
of  the  Administration  jmd  the  campaign  committee. 

I  was  not  aware  of  any  such  efforts  at  the  time.  Neither, 
until  after  I  began  my  own  investigation,  was  I  aware  of 
any  fundraising  for  defendants  convicted  of  the  break-in 
at  Democratic  headquarters,  much  less  authorize  any  such 
fundraising.  Nor  did  I  authorize  any  offer  of  executive 
clemency  for  any  of  the  defendants. 

In  the  weeks  and  months  that  followed  Watergate,  I 
asked  for,  and  received,  repeated  assurances  that  Mr. 
Dean's  own  investigation  (which  included  reviewing  files 
and  sitting  in  on  FBI  inteniews  with  White  House  per- 
sonnel) had  cleared  everyone  then  employed  by  the  \Vhite 
House  of  involvement. 

In  summary,  then : 

( 1 )  I  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  \Vatergnte  bug- 
gln'^;  operation,  or  of  any  illegal  surveillance  activities  for 
political  purposes. 

(2)  Long  prior  to  thv-  1972  campaign,  I  did  set  in 
motion  certain  internal  security  measures,  including  legal 
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12.     In  or  about  July  1972  and  at  other  times  subsequently,  John 
Dean  told  H.  R.  Haldeman  that  CRP  was  raising  funds  for  those  involved 
in  the  break- in  at  the  DNC  headquarters. 
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Mr.  Dash.  xVnd  certain  wiretaps  that  had  been  taking  place  for  cer- 
tain security  purposes. 

Mr.  PL\LDE3rAN.  I  did  know  of  security  wiretaps. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  when  did  it  come  to  your  attention,  Mr.  Kaldeman, 
that  certain  funds  were  being  raised  to  pay  for  tlie  legal  fees  of  the 
defendants  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Sometime  in  the  period  shortly  after  the  Water- 
gate break-in  and  I  am  not  sure  again  of  any  specific  date  or  occasion 
on  which  I  became  aware  of  that,  but  I  was  told  at  some  time  in  that 
period  and  I  was  told  at  other  times  subsequently,  I  am  sure  by  John 
Dean,  and  I  think  possibly  also  by  Jolm  Mitchell,  that  there  was  an 
effort  by  the  committee  to  raise  funds  to  pay  for  the  legal  fees  and 
for  family  support  of  the  defendants  who  had  been  arrested  in  the 
Watergate  burglary. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  when  you  received  that  information  from  Mr.  Dean 
aiid/or  Mr.  Mitchell,  did  you  raise  any  question?  Did  you  ask  why 
Ml-.  Mitchell,  who  was  heading  up  the  campaign,  and  Mr.  Dean,  who 
was  counsel  to  the  President,  would  be  involved  in  raising  funds  to 
pay  for  legal  fees  and  families  of  burglars  and  wiretappers? 

Mr.  Haldema?;.  No ;  I  did  not.  This  was  incidental  information  that 
I  received  and  dismissed.  I  did  not  pursue  it  in  any  way. 

Mr.  Dash.  W^ell,  did  you  consider  that  if  that  became  public  that  it 
iniglit  be  a  matter  of  embarrassment  to  the  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  No ;  I  did  not  consider  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  Why  not? 

Mr.  Haldejian.  I  am  not  sure  that  one  is  able  to  explain  why  he  did 
not  think  something,  but  I  did  not.  The  reason — let  me  say  that  as  a 
partial  explanation — I  have  had  a  general  awareness  that  there  was  a 
■public  effort  to  raise  funds  for  the  Watergate  defendants  and  I  do  not 
know  that  1  knew  that  these  efforts  were  different  than  the  public 
effort. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what 

Mr.  Haldejian.  There  was  a  reference  to  the  Cuban  fund. 

ilr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  a  public  effort  to  raise  funds 
for  Mr.  Liddy,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  McCord  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  No ;  and  I  never  heard  any  discussion  of  this  in  my 
contacts  other  than  as  a  group,  the  defendants.  There  was  no  discussion 
of  individuals  by  name. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  say  you  did  not  consider  it,  but  T  can  at  least  ask 
the  question:  Is  it  vour  view  that  persons  who  had  high  positions  in 
administering  the  President's  reelection  campaign  and  certainlv  the 
President's  counsel,  had  anv  business  participating  in  raising  fimds 
for  the  paying  of  leL'^al  fees  for  burglars,  wiretappers,  or  conspirators? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Tliis  is  not  a  ouestion  that  occurred  to  me,  Mr.  Dash, 
and  I  did  not  ask  it  of  myself  or  any  of  them. 

Mr.  Dasit.  You  foiTned  no  moral  judgment  on  it  at  all  ? 

'Mr.  Haldeman.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  By  listening  to  passing  reference,  is  it  your  recollection 
that  you  condoned  it  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Well,  I  do  not  think  I  was  cnlled  upon  to  condone 
or  condemn.  I  think  I  received  information  and  that  was  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  when  Mr.  Dean  gave  you  information  of  that  kind, 
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I  take  it,  he  expected  that  if  you  guys  agreed  Avith  that  action  you 
would  tell  him  so. 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Xot  necessarily.  I  do  not  think  it  was  submitted  to 
me  for  approval.  I  think  it  was  transmitted  to  me  as  information. 

Mr.  Dash.  Just  a  poinc  of  information. 
.Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  there  came  a  time,  and  I  think  we  referred  to  this 


briefly  when  you  looked  at  that  memorandum,  that  vou  learned  that  a 
large  sum  of  money,  $3.">0,000,  had  come  from  the  Committee  To  Ee- 
Elect  the  President  to  the  "White  House. 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Well,  I  did  not  learn  that  it  had  come  from  them.  I 
caused  it  to  come. 

iNIr.  Dash.  You  asked  for  it? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  I  think  your  statement  indicates  that  it  was  for 
polling  purposes. 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  not  used  for  polling  purposes, 
was  it? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  That  is  correct,  it  was  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Then  you  learned,  and  I  think  it  is  your  testimony,  it 
went  back  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  Haldemax.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  is  it  your  statement  that  you  saw  or  knew  of  no  con- 
nection between  the  money  going  back,  the  §350,000  or  whatever 
amount  went  back  to  the  committee,  that  you  were  aware  of  no  connec- 
tion between  that  money  going  back  and  the  need  for  more  funds  to 
pay  the  legal  defense  fees  and  family  support  fees  of  these  Watergate 
deifendants? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Let  me  very  specifically  refer  to  my  statement  and 
to  the  development  of  events  in  that  regard.  I  can  repeat  the  statement 
if  you  want  to. 

jNIr.  Dash.  I  do  not  want  you  to  repeat  the  statement. 

Mr.  HL\LDEMAX.  OK. 

Mr.  Dash.  If  you  could  just  briefly  answer  the  question  whether  or 
not  you  knew  of  a  connection  between  the  money  going  back  and  the 
need  for  it  for  a  defense  fund. 

Mr.  Haldemax.  As  I  said  in  my  statement,  I  was  asked  by  Mr. 
Strachan  after  the  election  what  should  be  done  with  the  cash  fund 
that  he  had  been  custodian  of.  I  told  him  that  it  should  be  returned 
or  not  returned  but  turned  over  to  the  Committee  To  Ee-Elect  and 
that  he  should  work  out  the  means  of  doing  that  with  John  Dean. 

Subsequently,  I  was  told  that  there  was  a  problem  in  doing  that. 
Subsequently  to  that,  T  was  told  by  John  Dean  again  as  I  had  been  told 
earlier,  that  there  was  a  continuing  need  for  legal  fund,  legal  fees,  for 
the  Watergate  defendants  and  at  that  time,  following  this  sequence 
of  events,  I  then  said  we  have  a  desire  to  deliver  funds  to  the  committee. 
The  committee  apparently  has  a  desire  for  fimds  and  I  suggested  that 
Dean  try  to  carry  out  botli  of  those  two  objectives,  which  he  subse- 
quently did. 

Sir.  Dash.  All  right.  Now  you  knew,  at  least  that  this  $350,000 
represented  campaign  funds,  did  you  not? 
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source  of  the  money  or  whether  it  was  campaign  money  or  any  of  the 
details  about  the  $22,000  that  Stans  had  made  available.  I  could  not 
locate  Strachaa  and  Stans  indicated  that  it  should  be  picked  up  imme- 
diately but  I  cannot  recall  at  this  time  the  reason  he  called  for  the 
immediacy.  Accordingly,  I  asked  Mr.  Fielding  to  pick  up  a  package 
from  Stans  and  give  it  to  Strachan  as  soon  as  he  could. 

I  informed  Stans  that  Fielding  would  be  over  to  pick  up  the  pack- 
age but  he  would  not  know  what  he  was  picking  up  and  when  'I  later 
learned  that  Stans  had  informed  Fielding  I  was  somewhat  annoyed 
because  I  felt  it  was  unfair  to  Fielding.  The  money  was  then  given 
by  Fielding  to  Strachan  but  no  final  decision  had  been  made  regard- 
ing how  to  dispose  of  the  $350,000. 

Having  explained  the  status  of  the  cash  at  the  White  House,  I  must 
now  return  to  the  pressure  that  was  being  placed  on  the  White  House 
for  the  use  of  these  funds  which  I  have  just  described  for  payments 
to  the  seven  indicted  individuals.  This  pressure  began  long  before 
election  day  in  that  Paul  O'Brien  was  receiving  messages  from  Wil- 
liam Bittman,  Hunt's  lawyer,  that  Hunt  and  others  expected  to  have 
more  support  money  and  attorney's  fees  in  exchange  for  continued 
silence.  The  initial  payments  by  Kalmbach  had  not  been  sufficient. 
O'Brien  reported  this  frequently  to  IMitchell,  Mardian,  LaRue,  and 
myself.  I,  in  turn,  was  reporting  to  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman. 

There  were  discussions  in  late  July,  August,  and  September  of  using 
these  funds  at  the  White  House  for  these  pajTnents.  I  informed  Halde- 
man of  these  discussions,  but  they  were  still  in  the  discussion  stage  and 
no  action  was  taken. 

After  the  election,  the  pressure  was  greatly  increased  when  Colson 
received  a  call  from  Mr.  Hunt,  which  Colson  recorded.  Colson  brought 
the  recorded  call  to  me  and  I,  in  turn,  transcribed  it  onto  a  cassette 
tape.  I  have  been  informed  by  the  committee  counsel  that  the  com- 
mittee has  in  its  possession  a  transcript  of  the  conversation  between 
Colson  and  Hunt  in  which  Hunt  makes  demands  for  money.  On  No- 
vember 15,  I  arranged  a  meeting  with  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  so 
that  they  could  hear  the  tape  of  the  conversation  Colson  had  had  with 
Hunt  and  also  to  inform  them  of  the  increased  and  now  threatening 
demands  that  were  being  transmitted  through  Hunt's  lawj-er  to  Mr. 
O'Brien  and  in  turn  on  to  the  White  House. 

Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  were  at  Camp  David  at  that  time  devel- 
oping the  plans  for  the  reorganization  of  the  executive  branch  for  the 
second  term  of  the  Nixon  administration.  I  departed  on  the  morning 
of  November  15  for  Camp  David  with  Mr.  Walter  Minnick,  who  was 
going  to  Camp  David  to  discuss  the  reorganization  plans  with  Ehrlich- 
man. Mr.  Minnick  had  been  doing  virtuallv  all  of  the  legal  work  at 
that  time  for  Ehrlicliman  on  the  reorganization  plan  and  was  a  member 
of  Ehrlichman's  staff.  In  fact.  I  was  somewhat  surprised  that  the  coun- 
sel's office  had  not  been  more  involved,  or  invohed  at  all,  prior  to  that 
time  in  the  reorjranization  plans.  After  arriving  at  Camp  David. 
Ehrlichman.  Haldeman,  and  I  went  into  the  President's  office  in  I^aTirel 
Lodge,  which  was:  emntv.  I  have  referred  earlier  to  the  fact  tliat  in  this 
meetinar  the  matter  of  Dwight  Chapin's  remaining  at  the  White  House 
was  discussed. 

It  was  after  that  discussion  that  I  told  them  of  the  teleplione  con- 
versation between  Hunt  and  Colson  and  played  the  tape  for  them  and 
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13.     On  July  5,  1972  John  Mitchell  was  interviewed  by  agents  of  the  FBI 
and  stated  to  them  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  break-in  at  the  DNC 
headquarters  other  than  what  he  had  read  in  newspaper  accounts  of  that 
incident.  Mtchell  has  testified  that  prior  to  the  time  he  was  inter- 
viewed by  the  FBI  he  received  a  report  from  Robert  Mardian  and  Fred  LaRue 
of  a  conversation  they  had  with  Gordon  Liddy  in  which  Liddy  described 
his  role  in  the  Watergate  break-in;  but  he  was  not  sure  this  informa- 
tion was  correct  when  he  was  interviewed  by  the  FBI  on  July  5,  1972  and 
he  was  not  volunteering  any  information  under  any  circumstances . 
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Mr.  >riTCHELL.  I  think  that  would  have  been  the  magnitude  or  con- 
sequence. Obviously,  Mr.  Liddy  was  known  to  me,  attended  meetings 
in  the  Justice  Department  on  different  subject  matters  including-  the 
drug  abuse  law  enforcements  and  so  forth,  that  would  not  have  been 
of  that  magnitude. 

Mr.  Dash.  In  any  event,  your  statement  that  you  had  no  informa- 
tion whatsoever  as  to  any  of  the  circumstances  on  September  5  is  quite 
different  than  your  testimony  before  this  committee,  is  that  not  so? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  I  believe  that  to  be  true,  and  I  believe  the  rechecking 
of  the  records,  and  the  committee  being  kind  enough  to  furnish  me  a 
copy  of  the  agenda  that  Mr.  Dean  provided,  and  further  reflection  so 
it  has  brought  the  subject  matter  very  much  into  focus. 

Mr.  Dash.  M"ow,  you  testified  you  asked  Mr.  Mardian  to  make  an 
investigation  for  you  as  to  the  Watergate  break-in.  Did  those  instruc- 
tions include  cooperating  with  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  The  matter  involved,  I  do  not  recall  coming  back  on 
the  plane  from  California,  whether  that  was  specifically  discussed  or 
not,  but  there  was  a  policy  within  the  committee  that  they  should  co- 
operate with  the  FBI  and,  of  course,  that  was  the  basis  for  the  dis- 
charging of  Mr.  Liddy  when  he  did  not  cooperate. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  ever  give  instructions  that  there  should 
be  cooperation  with  the  FBI  to  Mr.  Mardian? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  I  don't  recall  the  specific  words.  I  would 
presume  that  it  would  be- 
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Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  consider 

Mr.  Mitchell  [continuing] .  Implicit  in  his  actions. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  include  yourself  in  that  requirement  to  cooperate 
with  the  FBI? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  would  certainly  believe  so. 

Mr.  Dash.  Isn't  it  a  fact,  that  you  were  interviewed  by  Special 
Agents  Mahan  and  Lill  on  July  5,  1972?  Do  you  recall  that? 

jilr.  Mitchell.  I  recall  there  was  an  interview,  ^Ir.  Dash.  I  don't 
recall  the  date. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  being  interviewed  as  to  what  knowledge 
you  had  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  break-in  and  inform- 
ing the  agents  that  the  only  knowledge  you  had  was  what  you  read 
in  the  newspapers? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  That  is  correct. 

!Mr.  Dash.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  by  July  5,  and  that  is  prettv  close 
to  June  21  or  22,  you  have  been  given  information  by  Mr.  Mardian 
on  what  Mr.  Liddv  told  him  about  that  break-in. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  at  that  particular  time,  I  was  not  .sure 
whether  that  information  was  correct  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Dash.  A^Hiether  it  was  correct  or  not,  the  FBI  was  making  an 
investisration  and  would  not  you  want  to  give  whatever  leads  or  in- 
formation thev  wanted,  having  been  the  former  Attorney  General 
and  knowing  how  the  FBI  investigates,  so  thoy  could  check  that  out? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  at  that  particular  time,  we  weren't  vol- 
unteering any  information  for  the  reason  that  I  have  discussed  here. 

Mr.  Dash.  Right.  So  that  in  other  words,  your  answer  to  the  FBI 
was  part  of  the  decision  that  you  made,  a  strong  decision  for  the  reii- 
sons  you  have  given,  to  see  to  it  that  none  of  the>e  things  got  out. 

Mr.  MiTCHEr.L.  It  was  the  decision  of  those  that  were  involved  to 
not  volunteer  any  infoimation  under  any  circumstances. 
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tl^enfu'V"''^  ^^'"'  ^"^'"^  ^""^^"^  °"  '^^'■-  ^^"''^^''^  statement,  to  back 

before  Mignlcierl^""  """  '"^"^''"^  '^°"'  '^'^  '""*^'  >«"  ^''  ^^''^''"S 

Mr.  Dash.  Before  Ma-ruder^s  testimony  before  the  m-and  iury 

T  '^^'■•, Yr?'^''''\^^fo''e  Alanrriuler-s  testimony  before  the  grand  fury 
I  woul.l  beheve  that  during  that  perio<l  of  time  there  were  some  dis- 
cussions of  the  so-called  AVhite  House  stories,  yes 

Mr.  Dash.  Was  there 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Horrors,  I  mean  not  stories. 

motf'ri.^f  "^.^^^^i  ^^^^  ""  concern  e.xpressed  by  you  to  ilr.  Halde- 
man  or  Mr.  Ehrlichman  concerning  whether  stories  would  be  revealed 
flunng  this  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell  I  think  that  we  all  had  an  innate  fear  that  durincr  the 
campaign  that  they  might  be  revealed.  I  recall  discussing  it  specifically 

;L'::bi:cTm'a"ttei.'" "'" '''  ""^^ ""''''  ^^^  ^  ™"^"^'  -"-™  ^^"t 

ww\^'?:?k^^"'  ^l^  ^°"  yourself  form  a  personal  position  as  to 
what  should  be  done  about  revealing  this  materral ' 

Mr.  MrrcHELL.  I  formed  the  opinion  and  a  position  that  I  did  not 

SuHn '  hU '  ^ V?-^'/"''  '°  '^'  ^'■'^^'^^"t  ^°  h^^-^  these  stories  come  out 
during  his  political  campaign. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  that  there  was  a  program  actually 
going  on  so  as  to  actually  prevent  these  stories  f ronT  comin-.  out^ 
Dash  so 7?nf  h  ^^°^^'/^h^^h  program  are  you  talking  aboul,  Mr! 
Dash,  so  I  can  be  sure  to  answer  your  question  properly? 

Mr.  Uash   \\  el]   a  program  on  the  part  of  yourself,  Mr.  Dean,  Air 
Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  and  perhaps  Mr.  LaRue  and  M,    Mar 
d.an  to  see  to  it  that  the  information  that  got  to  the  prosecutor  o    to 
he  grand  jury  or  to  the  civil  suits  did  no"t  in  any  way  include    his 

iesXd  tSem  r^^""-^  '""^  ^""^^"^^^  ^^^"*«  ^--  ^— '  -  ^ou 

■fcoJe'-s  a^'S'of  "nrJIf  t'^^'-  ^"'^'  '^''''  '^  ^  ''^'y  b'°=»^^  ^"^^tio'^  and 
•covei;s  a  lot  of  areas.  I  may  answer  it.  perhaps,  by  sayin<r  that  we 

vereTnvoI ir''  ""'  -o'.-teenng  anything.  ll;  addition  to%h;t   ^e 
Avere  invohed  in  a  very  difficult  series  of  civil  litigation,  as  you  ki^ow 

tt -ngTii^jiiiiJr"''  "^"' '"  ''^  "^^ "' ''-  ^""''-^  -^^•^  ^°^  ^-^-- 

Mr.  Dash    But  you  say  you  did  come  to  know  that,  prior  to  Air 
Magruder's  testimony,  that  he  was  going  to  testify  falsTly^ 
.frin  ■  f    r  "''^u-  Ju^'"''  ?  ^^'^  P"t  '^  0"  tlie  basis  that  I  had  a  pretty 

Afr^Dv'  H  ■^Ri.^h?"  ?/r'."^'  "'^-  ""'  ^°'"^  *«  ^'  entirely  accSe^ 
f  /  J'  ^'^i"*;  '''"'^  t^'*^  discussion,  I  think  you  have  already  tes- 

tified, was  part  of  the  discussion  of  som^  of  the  meetings  with  Ales  rs 
LaRue,  Alardian,  Dean,  and  Afagruder.  ^uessrs. 

Air.  AriTCHELL.  That  is  correct. 

Air.  Dash.  Would  it  be  correct 

w™?H  ^^^^"^"-  f  think  the  best  way  to  put  it  is  that  Air.  Ala-nider 
^ould  seek  an  audience  to  review  his  story  that  he  was  -oin..  to  tefl 
rather  than  somebody  was  trying  to  induce  him  to  do  so   T    hii  k  AI, 

InPCi"  ''^Vf /^^^^  \^'-'''  r'^"^l>'  ""'^'-^^^^  '^i'"  fo  do  this  that    e  made 
up  the  story,  that  he  did  it  of  his  own  free  will.  So  it  was  more  of  a  ba2 
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of  Mr.  Magruder  recounting  to  these  assembled  groups  what  lie  was 
going  to  testify  to. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  But  would  it  be  fair  to  say,  Mr.  Mitchell,  that  it  was  in 
the  interest  of  the  group  to  have  the  story  that  did  go  into  the  grand 
jury  and  the  ultimate  indictments  that  did  come  out  cut  off  at  Liddy  ? 
And  Mr.  Magruder,  who  was  in  such  a  high  position  in  the  committee, 
would  not  be  involved  in  that  type  of  thing  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  ]Mr.  Dash,  I  think  you  are  jumping  from  one  conclu- 
sion to  another  without  the  bridge.  What  we  were  really  concerned 
about  were  the  "Wlaite  House  honor  stories.  Now,  if  the  cutoff  that  you 
speak  of  helped  in  that  direction,  perhaps  that  was  pr-obably  the  case. 
In  other  words,  Watergate  did  not  have  the  great  significance  that  the 
White  House  horroi-  stories  that  have  since  occurred  had. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  say  that  whatever  covemp  was  taking  place 
to  this  point,  concealment  and  not  volunteering  information,  had  to  do 
with  actually  preventing  the  so-called  White  House  horror  stories 
rather  than  Watergate  break-in  ? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  This  was  certainly  my  belief  and  rationale  and  I 
would  believe  the  people  in  the  White  House,  certainl}'  some  of  them, 
might  well  be  involved  and  certainly  would  have  similar  interests. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  Mr.  Dean,  in  carrying  back  the  messages  from 
Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  indicate  that  he  had  in  fact  in- 
formed them  of  the  actions  that  had  been  taken — the  strategies  per- 
formed by  your  group  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  cannot  say  that  he  did  or  did  not.  I  would  have  to 
believe  that  Mr.  Dean  was  reporting  to  those  gentlemen  over  there. 
Mr.  Dean,  as  a  proper  lawyer,  proper  counsel,  was  very,  very  limited 
in  his  discussions  of  what  he  did  or  said  with  people  in  the  A^Tiite 
House  and  that  is  the  way,  of  course,  he  should  have  acted. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  think  you  testified  that  you  at  least  discussed  with.^ri-. 
Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  the  problems  involved  in  the  Liddy 
operations,  the  Ellsberg,  and  other  situations? 

Mr.  jNIrrcHELL.  Yes,  and  that  was  somewhere  down  the  line,  prob- 
ably much  later  than  the  time  frame  of  which  you  are  talking  about  in 
relationship  to  Mr.  ilagruder's  appearance  before  the  grand  juiy. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right,  now,  let  us  look  very  briefly  to  the  so-called 
wiretapping  of  the  journalists  and  Mr.  Kissinger's  staff  as  a  result  of 
the  SALT  talk  leaks.  Were  you  aware  of  the  leaking  and  those 
wiretaps? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  I  find  it  hard  to  give  you  a  specific  answer 
other  than  the  fact  that,  yes,  I  was.  To  what  extent,  I  do  not  know. 
This  happened  in  1968  and  they  were  national  security  wiretaps.  They 
should  have  a  full  record  of  everything  that  was  handled  in  the  De- 
partment of  Justice,  because  every  security  tap,  whether  it  be  a  strict 
national  security  dealing  with  foreigners  or  whether  it  is  the  type  that 
the  court  has  since  frowned  upon,  is  filed  in  the  Department  of  Justice. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  this  would  require  your  authority  as  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, would  it  not? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  would  believe  that  the  FBI  would  probably  not  op- 
erate without  it.  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  but  I  believe  that  that  would 
be  the  case. 
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14.     On  or  about  July  7,  1972  after  several  unsuccessful  efforts  by 
Ulasewicz  to  deliver  funds  for  the  Watergate  defendants  to  attorneys, 
and  after  telephone  conversations  among  Kalmbach,  LaRue  and  Dean,  in- 
structions were  given  by  Kalmbach  to  Ulasewicz  to  contact  Howard  Hunt's 
attorney,  William  Bittman.  After  that  contact  was  made  and  after 
approval  by  Kalmbach  of  a  $25,000  pajment,  Ulasewicz  delivered  $25,000 
to  Bittman  by  placing  an  unmarked  envelope  containing  the  money  on  a 
shelf  in  the  lobby  of  Bittman' s  office  building. 
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in  the  room  and  wrapped  it  in  a  laundry  bag,  and  so  I,  after  that  we 
both  called  it  the  laundry,  as  to  how  much  money  you  had  available. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  he  carried  it  back  then 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  That  was  just — and  he  carried  it  back  in  that 
laundry  bag,  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  Kind  of  a  significant  name  at  this  time  to  be  used  for 
that  money,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  ICalmbach.  Yes. 

^Vlr.  Dash.  Did  you  ever  use  the  term  "script"  in  such  a  conversa- 
tion? 

Mr  KLvlmbach.  I  think  we  had  that  term  "script." 

Mr.  Dash.  Script  for  the  writing? 

Mr.  Kal3ibach.  Meaning  the  script  of  all  of  the  playei-s  involved, 
the  defendants  and  certain  of  these  attorneys  that  were  representing 
certain  of  the  defendants. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  did  Mr.  Ulasewicz  have  any  knowledge  or  reason 
to  know  about  these  activities?  He  knew  what  you  knew,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Kal3ibacii.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  discuss  with  him  at  all  the  property  of  this 
activity  ? 

Mr.  Kauibach.  No,  sir;  I  just  told  him  that  it  was  proper,  and 
I  told  him  that  the  purpose,  as  I  have  stated,  was  to  furnish  legal 
help  for  these  people,  and  to  furnisli  them  with  family  support. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  did  know,  of  coui-se,  that  the  particular  people  who 
were  getting  this  money  for  their  legal  defense  or  support  of  families 
were  charged  or  indicted  with,  under  the  crime  of  burglary,  and  illegal 
wiretapping  and  conspiracy,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  knew  the  essence  of  the  charges;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right. 

Other  than  being  told  by  Mr.  Dean  that  this  would  be  an  appropriate 
thing  to  do,  you  made  no  independent  inquiry  as  to  the  property  of 
this? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  No;  I  made  none. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  how  were  instructions  about  the  distribution  of 
funds  given  to  you  and  Mr.  Ulasewicz  ?  Was  that  by  phone  from  Mr. 
LaRue  or  Mr.  Dean  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Probably  90  percent  of  the  time  it  was  by  tele- 
phone. The  other  10  percent  was  in  personal  discussion  with  him  in 
his  office  or  more  usually  in  ^Ir.  Dean's  office. 

ilr.  Dash.  Now,  what  was  the  first  instiiiction  you  received  to  give 
money  ? 

Mr.  IvAL^rBACH.  Again,  as  I  have  tried  to  reconstruct  this,  ilr. 
Dash,  the  firet  instruction  that  I  received,  which  I  passed  to  Mr. 
Ulasewicz  was  to  have  ilr.  Ulasewicz  give  $25,000  to  Mr.  Caddy. 
I  don't  know  much  of  Mr.  Caddy,  I  understand  he  is  an  attorney 
here  in  Wasliington.  And,  as  I  recall  it,  this  was  probably  from  approx- 
imately July  1  through  July  6  or  7.  There  were  a  number  of  calls. 
I  would  talk  to  cither  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  LaRue,  I  would  then  call  Mr. 
Ulasewicz  who,  in  turn,  would  call  Mr.  Caddy.  He  would  have  some 
response  from  Mr.  Caddy,  and  I  would  call  back  up  to  either  Mr. 
Dean  and  Mr.  LaRue. 

Ml-.  Dastt.  Wiat  was  the  response  from  ^Ir.  Caddy? 

^Ir.  KAr,:Mi5Arii.  Well,  the  sum  and  gist  of  it  was  in  that  ilr.  Caddy 
refused  to  accept  the  funds. 


(208) 


r 


I     5 


14, 1     HERBERT  KALMBACH  TESTIMONY^   JULY  16,    1973.    5  SSC  2103-04 

2104 

Mr.  Dasfi.  In  that  manner? 

Air.  IvALjrBACH.  That  is  correct.  That  was  the  end-all.  There  were 
several  telephone  calls,  but  the  final  wrap-up  on  it  was  that  he  refused 
to  receive  the  funds. 

Mr.  Dash.  ^Vlio  was  contacted  next,  which  lawj-er  ? 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  I  think  Mr.  O'Brien  was  contacted  and  again  with 
the  same  result. 

Mr.  Dash.  He  refused  to  receive  the  funds  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  then  who  next  was  approached  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  think  then  it  was  Mr.  Bittman,  and  Mr.  Bittman — 
I  think  this  may  have  been  when  the  name  Rivers  was  used,  ilr. 
Dash,  but  my  recollection  would  be  that  Mr.  Bittman  received  $'2o,000, 
probably  sometime  during  the  second  week  of  July  1972. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  follow  any  usual  procedure  that  'Slv.  Ulasewicz 
would  make  the  contact  and  pay  the  money,  he  would  call  you  and  then 
you  would  call  Mr.  Dean  and  tell  him  it  had  been  accomplished? 

Mr.  KL\LiiBACH.  Or  Mr.  LaRue. 

Mr.  Dash.  Or  Mr.  LaRue.  "Were  all  these  phone  calls  booth  to  booth  ? 

'Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Even  when  you  spoke  to  Mr.  Dean  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes ;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Or  Mr.  LaRue  ? 

Mr.  Kalsibach.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  other  lawyers  were  supposed  to  receive  money,  to 
your  recollection,  Mr.  Kalmbach? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  after  the  disbursal  to  Mr.  Bittman,  I  think 
there  was — most  of  the  remaining  funds  went  to  Mrs.  Hunt  who,  in 
fact,  was  the  person  who  did  the  distributing  thereafter  and  she  dis- 
tributed to  these  other  attorneys. 
"    Mr.  Dash.  Mrs.  Hunt? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  when  you  next— when  did  you  next  return  to 
Washington,  after  this  first  series  of  meetings,  where  you  received 
this  money  and  met  with  Mr.  L^lasewicz,  when  did  you  next  return  to 
Washington  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  the  next  time  that  I  was  back  in  Washington 
involved  in  this  assignment,  Mr.  Dash,  was,  I  think  i*:  was,  on  Jul^'  19. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Wliat  happened  at  that  time?  What  brought  you  back? 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  Well,  at  that  time,  I  think  I  was  asked  to  come 
back,  I  think  by  either  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  LaRue,  and  to  meet  with  Mr. 
Dean  and  Mr.  LaRue  in  'Sh:  Dean's  office  in  the  Executive  Office 
Building. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  receive  any  mone}-  from  ilr.  LaRue  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  much  was  that? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Oh,  some  $40,000  was  received  from  Mr.  LaRue 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  Wliere  did  you  receive  it? 

Mr.  KAi>5tBACH.  In  ilr.  Dean's  office. 

Mr.  Dasit.  Did  you  receive  any  additional  instructions  at  that  time? 

INfr.  Kalmbach.  I  niav  have,  i\Ir.  Dash.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that. 
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Mr.  UliVSewicz.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  1  would  like  to  get  your  receipts  all  at  once  here  if  I 
can.  Where  was  the  next  place  that  you  received  money  from  Mr. 
Kalmbach  1 

Mr.  Ul.asewicz.  At  the  Regency  Hotel  in  New  York  City. 

Mr.  Lexzxek.  Approximately  how  much  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  $40,000. 

Mr.  Lexz.ver.  And  approximately  when  was  that? 

Mr.  Ul-\sewicz.  That  would  have  been  in  July. 

Mr.  Lenzxek.  Of  1972? 

Mr.  ULASEW^cz.  1972. 

Mr.  Lexzneh.  "VVliere  was  the  next  delivery  ? 

Mr.  Ui^vsewicz.  At  the  Hilton  here  in  Washington,  $28,900. 

Mr.  Lexzxek.  Again  approximately  when  was  that? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  In  July. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  And 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  And  then  my  recollection  is  the  final  amount  was 
$75,000  at  the  Airpoiter  Inn  in  Los  Angeles  opposite  the  Orange 
County  ^iirport. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  All  right. 

Now,  going  back  to  the  original  $75,100  what  denominations  was  that 
in  did  you  say  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Hundred  dollar  bills. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  Where  did  you  keep  that  cash  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  kept  it  at  home. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  received  these  other 
amounts  that  you  left  them  soniewhere  else  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes, 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Where  was  that? 

Mr.  Ui^vsEAVicz.  In  a  safe  deposit  box. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Now,  after  you  got  back  to  New  York,  did  you  hear 
from  Mr.  Kalmbach  again  ? 

Mr.  Li  LASE^v^cz.  I  did. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  And  what  instructions,  if  any,  did  he  give  you  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  He  mentioned — he  told  me  to  call  a  Mr.  Caddy. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Mr.  Caddy  '. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Right,  Mr.  Caddy,  to  come  back  to  Washington. 
D.C.,  and  call  Mr.  Caddy. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Approximately 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  He  supplied  me  with  a  telephone  number. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  How  soon  after  you  left  Washington  did  he  tell  you 
that? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  It  probably  was  the  same  evening  or  the  next 
morning. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  What  did  you  do^  Did  you  go  down  to  AVashington 
and  call  Mr.  Caddy  ? 

ilr.  Ulasewicz.  I  did. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Will  you  tell  us  tiie  convei-sation  you  had  with  him. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  contacted  Mr.  Caddy  and  he  suggested  that  he 
would — prior  to  this  is  when  Mr.  Kalmbach  said,  "Tell  him  that."  And 
it  was  of  the  code  names  we  luul  gotten  into  other  names,  Tom  Kane, 
and  John  Ferguson  and  Tomiuy  Smith  so  there  was  a  little  confusion 
once  ill  avliile  on  that.  However,  at  this 
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Air.  Len'zner.  Who  gave  you  those  names' 

Mr.  Ulaskwicz.  Mr.Ivalnibach  and  myself  in  convei-sation,  as  kind 
of  backup. 

However,  witli — in  this  case  he  instructed  me  to  use,  I  believe  it  was 
John  Rivers  when  1  called  Air.  Caddy  and  on  this  occasion  I  was  to 
say  the  purpose  of  my  call  to  Mr.  Caddy  was  that  I  was  asking  the 
cost  of  a  script,  of  a  play  plus  tiie  salaries  of  the  playere,  which  1  did. 
I  contacted  Mr.  Caddy,  and  he  was — and  he  responded  and  said  he 
would  meet  me  in  a  restaurant  sometime  in  the  afternoon  here  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

ilr.  lSxznxr.  Just  to  clarify  it,  you  identified  yourself  to  Air.  Caddy 
as  Mr.  Rivers,  is  that  correct  ? 

Air.  UL.ASEWICZ.  I  believe  Air.  Rivers,  yes.  In  most  of  these  trans- 
actions it  was  Rivers. 

Air.  Lenzxer.  W^as  there  any  reason  for  the  code  name  Rivers  for  you 
to  use? 

Air.  Ul-\sewtcz.  Xo. 

Air.  Lexzner.  Now,  did  you  go  to  that  restaurant  in  Georgetown? 

Air.  Ul.\sewicz.  Yes,  I  did. 

Air.  Lexzxer.  What  happened  there  ? 

Air.  Ulasewicz.  I  waited  for  Air.  Caddy's  arrival.  However,  a  phone 
call  came  in,  I  was  paged  by  the  bait^nder.  Air.  Caddy  got  on  the  phone 
and  said  that  he  couldn't  meet  me,  after  speaking  to  somebody  in  his 
office  in  the  attorney's  office  that  he  could  not  meet  me,  would  I  be  able 
to  come  and  see  him.  I  told  him  I  would  get  in  touch  with  him.  Aly 
instructions  originally  with  Air.  Kalmbach  was  that  I  enter  no  negoti- 
ations at  any  time  that  he  would  not  enter  negotiations.  This  is  re- 
freshing my  memory  again  and  the  other  thing  he  said  was  that  I  am 
to  do,  if  I  received  amounts  or  so,  I  am  not  to  deliver  anything  until 
I  get  in  touch  with  Air.  Kalmbach,  and  throughout  these — continually 
throughout  these  negotiations  and  drops  and  whatever  may  come  up, 
this  was  the  pattern,  that  I  would  make  the  contact  as  directed,  but  I 
would  take  no  action  until  I  reported  whatever  was  said  or  done  to 
Mr.  Kalmbach  and  even  I  would  await  a  return  call  from  Air.  Kalm- 
bach, as  to  whether  to  proceed  or  not.  In  this  case  I  reported 
Air.  Caddy's  message  and  Air.  Kalmbach  said,  "'Well,"  probably, 
"give  me  the  number  you  are  at — that  is  at  a  phone  booth  here  in 
Washington.  I  will  get  back  to  you." 

Air.  Lenzx'^er.  Did  he  call  you  back  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  My  recollection  is  he  did.  He  called  me  back  and  I 
think  in  this  instance  it  was,  "Call  Air.  Caddy  again."  \i\ii  this  might 
have  been  an  hour  or  so  later.  I  called  Air.  Caddy  again  and  we  got 
nowhere  as  far  as  any  costs,  I  am  now  picturing  that  I  am  going  to  de- 
liver the  $75,100  which  I  have  under  my  arm  and  he  is  not  going  along 
with  it,  and  so 

Air.  Lexzner.  You  had  the  money  with  you  on  that  date  ? 

Air.  Ulasewicz.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  How  did  you  carry  it  on  that  date  ? 

Air.  T^LASEWTCz.  I  carried  it  in  a  brown  hag  with,  j'ou  know,  the 
ordinary  type  of — with  a  little  string  around  it.  You  know,  sometimes 
carrying  what  is  most  obvious  doesn't  raise  any  suspicion,  carrying 
an  aimed  box  would  ask  for  trouble. 

Air.  Lexzxer.  You  were  just  cairyingyour  lunch  ] 
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Mv.  Ui^ASEWir'z.  Ciiirviufr  my  lunch. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  All  ri;Lrlit. 

Mr.  Ul.\skwi(z.  Xe\ertheless.  1  got  to,  back  to  Mr.  Kahiibuch.  This 
was  a  series  of  calls.  Then  somewhere  in  there,  Mr.  Caddy  suggested 
that  I  should  come  up  to  the  office,  tliat  they  woidd  have,  where  there 
was  a  corridor,  a  separate  office,  and  we  would  not  be  observed,  et 
cetera.  So  then,  that  1  had  to  rej^ort  back  to  Mr.  Kalmbach. 

I  think  these  calls  might  liave  been  going  Californiavvide  by  now. 
I  am  not  too  certain.  Then  he  would  attempt  to  get  back  to  me.  How- 
e\'er,  there  was  a  delay.  .\Li)parently,  he  could  not  reach  whomever  he 
was  attempting  to  reach,  the  commimications  were  not  there  for 
some  reason  or  other. 

Then  I  probably  went  back  to  the  city — the  final  result  being  that 
that  was  it  with  Mr.  Caddy.  "We  never  did  meet. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  At  some  point,  did  Mr.  Kalmbach  tell  you  to  drop 
the  whole  Caddy  business '. 

Mr.  Ul-^sewicz.  Yes. 

Mr.  Lexzxek.  I  take  it  you  were  having  these  conversations  phone 
booth  to  phone  booth  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Kalmbach? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Were  you  loaded  down  with  change,  Mr.  Ulasewicz  ^ 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Oh,  yes,  indeed. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  How  did  you  carry  that  change? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  When  I  st  rted  out,  I  started  with  a  kind  of  little 
box  deal.  AVhen  I  finished  up,  I  had  a  bus  guy's,  one  of  these  things 
that  the  bus  drivers  have.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  After  you  got  back  to  Xew  York,  did  you  again  receive 
instiiictions  from  Mr.  Kalmbach? 

Mr.  _Ul.\sewicz.  Yes.  Just  about  the  time  it  ended  with  Caddy, 
which  we  got  nowhere,  and  I  still  had  the  $75,100, 1  was  asked  to  call 
Mr.  O'Brien,  using  the  name  of  John  Rivers. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Did  you  call  him  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewtcz.  I  called  Mr.  O'Brien,  received  a  very  tart  kind  of 
brushotf  response,  and  that  was  the  end  of  that  conversation.  It  was 
one  phone  call.  He  showed  no  interest  in  any  script,  players,  or  any 
type  of  message  that  I  would  give. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  You  were  given  the  same  instructions  by  Mr.  Kalm- 
bach to  talk  about  a  script,  a  scenario,  the  players? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Yes. 

Mr.  Lex'zxer.  Did  yon  call  Mr.  Kalmbach  again,  telephone  booth  to 
telephone  booth  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  did. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  And  tell  him 

Mr.  UL.\SEWirz.  I  told  him  exactly  as  I  have  related  here. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Did  he  come  back  again  with  other  instructions? 

Mr.  Ulase^vicz.  He  came  back,  gave  me  another  pei-son  to  call — 
it  was  not  a  person— he  gave  me  a  telephone  number  this  time,  no 
name  involved.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  when  I  called  and  it 
was  answered,  the  fellow  would  be  expecting  a  call,  give  the  name  of 
Mr.  John  Rivers  or  whatever  name — it  would  have  to  be  Rivers.  I 
imagine. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Where  was  the  number? 
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Mr.  Ulu^sewicz.  Washington,  D.C.,  area.  And  I  may  have  called 
from  the  city  of  New  York  at  that  time,  because  running  around 
With  $75,100,  trying  to  get  rid  of  it  w.is  becoming  a  problem. 

So  I  called  the  number  and  he  said  to  me,  you  can  talk  to  the 
writer's  wife.  And  I  said  to  him,  well,  as  far  as  the  writer's  wife,  I 
do  not  have  a  phone  number.  He  said,  why  don't  you  do  what  I  have 
to  do.  l<X)k  in  the  phone  book?  So  that  was  the  end  of  that  converea- 
tion,  because  that  was  apparently  another  one  we  were  not  going  to 
get  anywhere  with. 

i\Ir.  Lenzner.  Did  you  report  that  back  to  Mr.  Kalmbach? 

Mr.  Ulasewtcz.  I  called  Air.  Kalmbach  again.  All  of  these  were 
precluded.  I  had  to  call  and  wait  for  a  comeback.  I  began  to  call  them 
Kalmbach  comeback  calls.  [Laughter.] 

So  that  was  that. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Did  you  get  further  instructions  from  Mr.  Kalmbach? 

Mr.  Ul-Asewicz.  Yes.  I  then  was  instructed  to  call  Mr.  Bittman  in 
Washington,  who  I  understood  was  an  attorney. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  What  instructions  did  you  have  to  talk  to  him? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  The  same  thing,  the  cost  of  the  script,  the  writer, 
get  what  the  attorney  fees — not  the  attorney  fees  at  this  point.  The 
cost  of  the  script,  the  players,  et  cetera. 

Mr.  Lenzker.  You  were  using  the  same  name,  Mr.  Rivers? 

iMr.  Ulasewicz.  I  believe  so,  yes. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  call  Mr.  Bittman? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  speak  to  him? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Bittman  and  T  recall  that  in  the 
first  conversation,  Mr.  Bittman  said,  "Well,  I  understand."  He  was 
expecting  a  call.  He  said,  "Well,  this  is  very  unusual."  He  said  some- 
thing like,  I  do  not  know  if  you  are  an  attorney,  but  an  attorney 
does  not  anticipate  fees  and  costs  in  this  manner. 
.  I  said,  "Well,  I  am  instructed  not  to  negotiate  in  any  mamier.  I  un- 
derstood that  you  would  have  a  figure"  and  I  told  him  that  I  am 
prepared  at  this  time  if  we  can  get  down  to  this,  because  at  this 
point,  I  still  wanted  to  get  rid  of  all  those  cookies,  $75,100. 

And  he  brought  in  the  situation  that — lie  was  not  prepared  at  that 
time,  something  was  not  according  to  the  way  he  liked.  I  so  reported 
to  Mr.  Kalmbach,  received  my  call  back  from  Mr.  Kalmbach.  He  told 
me  again  to  call  and  contact  Mr.  Bittman. 

Now,  this  is  some  period  of  time  passes  by.  Mr.  Bittman  said,  all 
right,  his  initial  fee  would  be  $25,000. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  What  period  of  time,  Mr.  I'lasewicz.  are  we  talking 
about  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  This  would  be  around  July  8  to  the  10th,  in  that 
period  of  time. 

Mr.  Lenz.ver.  You  are  talking  now  about  your  discussions  with  Mr. 
Bittman? 

Mr.  Ul^\sewicz.  With  Mr.  Bittman,  correct. 

Mr.  Lkxznf.r.  And  did  you  call  Mr.  Kalmbacli  and  tell  him  Mr. 
Bittman  had  indicated  he  wanted  an  initial  fee  of  $25,000? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  did. 
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Mr.  Lknz.vk.r.  AVliat  was  Mr.  Kalinhuch'a  lespoiise  '. 

Mr.  L'l.vskwicz.  He  said  to  (k'liver  it  to  Mr.  Hittmau  in  any  inaiiner 
I  saw  fit. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  he  give  you  any  instructions  about  not  being  seen 
by  Me.  Bittnian? 

Mr.  Ulase-vvicz.  Oh,  yes;  those  came  in  after  the  Caddy  call,  that 
somehow  com  ei-sat ions  were  arranged  tliat  I  woukl  not  now  be  seeji 
by  anybody,  to  do  tiie  money  without  l)eing  observed,  in  a  couHdential 
manner. 

Mr.  LEXzxEn.  That  was  Mr.  Kainibach's  instiuctious  to  you? 

Mr.  UuvsEwicz.  Right. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Xow,  you  expressed  some  coucern  about  carrying  this 
amount  of  money  around  with  you.  How  were  you  traveling  during 
this  j>ei-io4l  of  time? 

ilr.  Ul.\sewicz.  By  airplane,  Eastern  Airlines  shuttle,  usually. 

ilr.  Lenzxek.  Did  you  ever  change  your  mode  of  tra\eH  Did  you 
have  a  problem  on  the  plane  ? 

Mr.  UL.\SEw^cz.  Well,  there  wiis  a  period  of  time,  of  course,  with 
the  hijacks  and  all — they  started  a  searcliing  system  on  the  airlines 
and  tiiat  was  a  little  problem.  I  got  in  line  one  time  to  come  back- 
when  I  had  the  problem,  it  woukl  Ije  only  $50,000  at  this  time.  A  fel- 
low in  front  of  me,  two  or  three  i)ei-sons  in  front  of  me  sto|)ped  and 
had  to  produce — I  think  four  packs  of  cigarettes  or  something,  set  otf 
the  alarm.  So  I  went  into  a  coughing  fit  and  I  went  down  to  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  and  took  the  train  home. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Well,  now,  you  arranged,  as  I  understand  it,  Mr. 
Ulasewicz,  to  furnish  Mr.  Bittman  with  $25,000  for  the  script.  Was 
that  the  end  of  the  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Ui^SEWicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  And  how  did  you  arrange  to  deliver  that  money? 

Mr.'  1'ljVsj:wicz.  I  contacted  Mv.  Bittman  right  from  the  lobby  of 
his  office  there.  I  spoke  with  him  and  I  told  him  that  I  had  the  cash. 
Prior  to  that,  I  went  out  to  a  drugstore  in  the  area,  bought  a  couple 
of  envelopes  and  some  scotch  tape,  and  I  had  to  count  out  $25  from 
that  $75,100— $25,000  from  the  $75,100  original,  which  I  did,  and  I  put 
it  into  a  plain  kraft  brown  envelope. 

I  called  i\Ir.  Bittman  from  the  lobby  of  his  building.  There  are  two 
or  three  phone  booths.  On  one  side  of  the  phone  booth  was  a  ledge 
with  the  phone  books  and  I  called  Mr.  Bittman. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  if  I  may  interrupt  you,  could  you  now 
appi-oach  the  easel  and  tell  me  if  you  can  identify  this  first  photo- 
graph? 

Now,  you  started  to  describe,  Mr.  T'lasewicz,  where  you  left  us,  is 
that  the  lobby  of  the  building? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Yes  [78]*,  this  is  the  lobby,  these  are  the  phone 
booths,  these  are  elevatoi-s  going  to  either  side,  and  that  is  Ulasewicz 
right  there. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Very  good.  Would  you  now  indicate  on  the  photo- 
gra|ih  where  you  called  from  and  what  happened  after  that? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  called  from  this  telephone  booth  [indicating]  to 
Mr.  Bittman  and  told  him  that  I  had  the  delivery  and  that  woidd  he 
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come  right  down  and  that  it  would  be  on  the  ledge  at  (the  telephone 
booth. 

Now,  this  gentleman  is  standing  where  the  ledge  is.  There  are  two  or 
three  or  four  telephone  books  and  there  is  a  ledge  above,  a  kind  of  space. 
I  told  him  it  would  be  a  brown  sack  and  that  the  money  would  be  lying 
right  there,  would  he  come  right  down,  if  he  walk  right  through  and 
pick  it  up  and  go  back  to  the  elevator,  I  would  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  Lenznek  Xow,  thereafter,  did  an  individual  come  down  on  the 
elevator? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  "We  had  a  description  of  clothing  as  I  phoned,  as  I 
recall,  that  he  would  be  wearing  a  brown  suit  or  something  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Did  somebody  come  down  wearing  those  clothes? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  IVliere  were  you  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  was  in  a  telephone  booth.  I  had  it  half  shut.  There 
was  another  person  in  a  booth.  These  booths  on  weekdays  are  very 
heavily  used.  There  is  a  newsstand  section  in  front.  There  is  quite  a 
bit  of  traffic  on  a  weekday.  This  was  taken  on  a  Saturday  afternoon. 

He  came  right  out  of  this  elevator,  the  first  elevator,  and  walked 
right  over,  picked  it  up,  walked  right  back  in,  and  went  up. 

ilr.  Lex'zxer.  Now,  ilr.  Ulasewicz,  rather  than  having  you  go  back 
aiid  forth  several  times  between  the  table  and  the  easel,  1  would  like 
to  go  ahead  and  continue,  if  it  is  OK,  and  have  you  describe  other 
contacts  that  you  made  with  individuals  you  furnished  with  money. 

Did  there  come  a  time  later  when  Mr.  Kalmbach  instructed  you  to 
furnish  funds  to  Mrs.  Hunt? 

Mr.  Ui^\sewicz.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Mrs.  Hunt  where 
you  arranged  to  furnish  her  with  some  funds  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  "Would  you  just  describe  what  you  told  her,  as  to  how 
she  could  pick  up  her  money  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  told  Mrs.  Hunt  that  at  a  certain  time  in  a  day,  and 
I  picked  an  hour,  to  come  into  the  lounge  of  the  American  Airlines, 
which  is  a  long  lounge  area,  leadmg  right  through  the  building.  There 
are  ticket  desks  on  one  side,  seats  in  the  center  and  it  is  a  very  busy  area. 
And  at  the  center  of  that,  she  should  check  with  the  time  on  a  large 
clock,  so  it  would  be  almost  exactly  at  that  time.  It  would  be  12  noon 
and  if  she  saw  5  to  12,  to  go  back  out  and  come  back  at  that  time. 

She  followed  instructions  explicitly. 

In  the  meantime,  whatever  drop  I  would  have  at  the  time,  I  would 
put  in  this  particular  locker  and  take  the  key.  [79]*  And  just  before, 
when  I  pulled  up  with  the  instructions,  now,  5  minutes  before  I  knew 
she  was  coming,  there  was  opposite,  and  about  25  feet  away,  across 
from  Northwest  Orient  Airlines,  there  is  a  series  of  telephone  booths, 
five  or  six  booths  [SI]*,  and  there  is  a  newsstand  across  and  there  is  a 
bit  of  traffic. 

Before  making  the  arrangements,  I  spent  some  time  observing  the 
telepiione  booths  and  of  all  the  booths,  watching  people  going  in  and 
out,  the  most  I  saw  in  one  for  some  reason,  people  didn't  use  the  very 
end  one.  So  that  is  the  reason  I  used  that  and  left  the  key. 

So  5  minutes  prior  to  the  time  I  would  tell  her  to  come,  I  would  go 
into  this  telephone  booth  and  underneath  where  the  coin  drop  is,  I 
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Senator  Gurney.  You  never  asked  her  what  she  was  croinir  to  do  with 
it?  "      " 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Gurxky.  This  $-20,000  to  Mr.  Bittman,  as  I  recall,  that  was 
the  only  payment  you  made  to  any  of  the  attorneys  directly,  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  Ul.vsewicz.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Well  now,  this  is  a  rather  unique  way  of  paying 
attorneys'  fee,  is  it  not  ^ 

Mr.  Ul.vsewicz.  Yes,  si  r ;  it  is  a  way. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Did  Mr.  Bittman  expiTSS  any  surprise  at  this 
method  of  petting  his  fee  ? 

Mr.  Ula.^ewicz.  Oh,  yes,  in  the  initial  conversation  he  pi-obably  said 
something  that  it  was  unusual,  and  I  said  "Well,  however,  those  are 
my  instructions"  and  then  I  made  a  call  and  relayed  his  message  and 
I  was  told  "Xo,  it  will  be  accepted."  AVhen  I  called  back,  Mr.  Bittman 
agreetl  to  take  it. 

Senator  Gfrxey.  Would  you  go  into  that  a  little  further,  the  dis- 
cussion about  how  his  figure  came  up  and  how  this  attorney  fees  was 
going  to  be  paid? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Well,  when  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Bittman  he  told  me  that 
it  was  the  first  conversation,  that  it  was  an  unusual  manner  to  discuss 
lawyers'  fees,  that  you  don't  know  about  how  much  expenses  will  be 
entailed,  and  he  started  to  go  into  appeals  could  come  in.  and  I  said 
'"Well,  I  have  no  knowledge  of  this,  I  am  told  that  you  would  have  a 
figure  and  I  am  prepared  to  deliver  that  figure."  I  was  thinking  in 
terms  of  the  $75,100  which  I  brought  with  me. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Wliat  did  he  say  to  that  when  you  asked  him  or  said 
to  him,  "I  was  told  you  Avere  going  to  name  a  figure." 

Mr.  Ulaseavicz.  He  said  "Well,"  he  said,  "No,  let  me,"  something  to 
the  effect,  "Let  me  get  back  or  get  back  to  me,"  and  I  relayed  the  mes- 
same  to  Mr.  Kalmbach,  and  after  a  period  of  time 

Senator  Gurxey.  He  said  "Get  back  to  him  later." 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes;  he  said  to  discuss  it  or  he  indicated  something 
that  he  was  not  taking  it  at  that  time.  He  was  not  going  to  accept  the 
money  in  that  manner  at  that  time. 

Senator  Gukxey.  He  did  name  a  figure  of  $25,000? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Finally  he  named  a  $25,000  figure  in  the  next  to  the 
last  conversation. 

Senator  Gurxey.  W]\y  didn't  he  want  to  get  into  the  business  of  tak- 
ing it  or  arranging  for  the  taking  it  at  that  time.  He  was  perfectly  will- 
ing to  negotiate  the  fee  with  you,  is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  He  did  not  negotiate  with  me  and  I  think  that  is  the 
answer  to  the  first  question,  he  had  to  go  back  and  negotiate  a  fee  with 
either  his  client  or  somebody  else,  and  then  he  seemed,  then  he  gave  me 
the  figure.  I  think  he  negotiated  with  his  client  or 

Senator  Gurxey.  Well,  you  say  he  negotiated  with  his  client  and 
gave  you  the  figure  you  mean  in  another  phone  conversation? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  In  whatever  manner  they  were  dealing  with  his 
client,  I  don't  know. 

Senator  Gurney.  Let's  go  back  liere.  you  called  him  on  the  phone? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurxey.  And  the  purpose  of  your  calling  him  on  the  plione 
was  to  find  out  what  he  wanted  for  a  fee,  isn't  that  right  ? 
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Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct.  But  it  wasn't — ^yes,  it  was  the  cost 
f)f  a  script,  of  course,  wiiich  was  a  subterfuge  and  he  didn't  come  up 
with  a  number  at  all.  He  didn't  come  up  with  a  figure,  I  so  repoiled  to 
^fr.  Kahnbach.  Mr.  Kahnbach  sa^s  all  right  I  will  got  back  to  you,  he 
got  back  and  he  says  call  him  again.  This  might  be  a  day  or  it  might  l>e 
an  hour,  I  don't  recall  which.  I  call  Mr.  Bittman  back,  and  he  would 
.start  in  that  conver.sation  v.-ith,  '•Well,  you  know,  a  flat  fee  is  vei-y 
unusual  thing  and  all"  and  I  snid  '"Well,  I  have  no  control  over  that,  I 
am  prpparcd  for  a  figure,  for  a  figiire,  for  the  cost  of  a  script."  And  I 
would  repeat  the  whole  thing  and  he  says  "Well,"  he  says  ''Can  you  get 
back  to  moV  I  says  ''AH  right"  and  I  reported  that  to  Mr.  Kahnbach. 
Senator  Glrxky.  That  is  the  second  convoi-satioa? 
Mr.  T'ussKwicz.  Second  conversation.  I  think  I  had  four  conversa- 
tions or  five  with  Mr.  Bittman,  and  then  finiilly  he  mentioned  that  he 
would  accept  the  money  and  he  gave  me  the  figure  of  $2">,000. 

Senator  Gurxky.  P'inally  on  the  fourth  conversation  he  mentioned 
a  figure  ? 

Mr.  UiasEwicz.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Senator  Gitrnky.  And  lie  hadn't  mentioned  any  figure  before  that? 
Mr.  Ulaskwicz.  Xo,  sir. 

Senator  Gi'rxey.  All  this  other  business  is  horsing  aroimd? 
Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  GrRXF.Y."\\1iy  f 

Mr.  T'laskwkz.  I  think  he  had  to  straighten  it  out  with  his  client 
or  with  somebody  is  the  only  thing  I  ean  assume. 

Senator  Gxtrxf.y.  All  right,  now  we  arrive  at  a  figiire  of  $25,000. 
Then  what  happened? 

Mr.  Ulasfwicz.  1  placed  the  $25.(HX)  in  an  envelo^w. 
Senator  Girxkv.  Well,  hold  oft'  now. 

Mr.  l'i,ASEW'Kz.  I  reported  to  Kalmbach.  I  reported  the  figure  to 
Kahnbach.  M}'  insti'uctions  were  1  nevei-  was  to  give  anything  imtil 
finally  I  reported  and  got  the  OK  from  Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  reported 
to.  Mr.  Kalmbach  and  he  got  back  to  me  and  said  "OK,  deliver  the 
money." 

Senator  Gurxey'.  Incidentally,  in  these  phone  calls  with  .Mr.  Kalm- 
o  liach,  while  you  were — I  will  not  use  the  word— negotiatnig — ^talking 
to  Mr.  Bittman  on  the  phone,  what  was  his  reaction  aUiut  all  this 
time  spent  in  phone  con\ei-sations  with  Bittman? 

Mr.  Ulaskwicz.  No  particular  reaction.  I  think  it  was  agreeable 
to  him,  or  he  was  trying  to  make  his  mind  up  as  to  what  kind  of  a  fee. 
Senator  Gurxey.  Was  he  calling  anybody  about  this,  do  you  know? 
Mr.  Ulaskwicz.  Oh,  I  assume  he  was,  yes,  sir. 
Senator  Gurxey-.  Did  he  tell  you '? 
Mr.  Ulasewicz.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Now  we  get  to  how  it  is  going  to  be  paid.  Would 
you  describe  that? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes;  the  manner  of  payment  was  I  would  i)lace 
$25,()()0  in  a  brown  clasp  envelope. 

Senator  Gurxey.  I  know  that.  Now  let  us  go  back  to  catching  that. 

Yon  arrive  at-  a  figure  and  that  liig  hurdle  is  over.  Yon  nnist  have  told 

Mr.  Bittnian  something  about  how  you  were  going  to  make  this  contact. 

Mr.  ULASEwncz.  I  told  him  I  wo"uld  get  back  to  him.  because  I  had 
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assurances  were  given  us  freely,  without  any  requests  on  our 
part  or  any  stipulation  that  a  plaa  of  one  sort  or  anot>.er 
would  be  rr.ade  by  at  least  nyself.    I  cannot  speak  for  the 
other  defendants. 

It  was  certainly  an  assumption  on  my  part  that  the 
option,  all  options  were  open  tc  me  and  all  legal  expenses 
would  be  paid. 

There  came  a  time  v/hen  I  believe  I  v;as  in  Mr.  Bittman's 
office  and  an  anonymous  delivery  of  funds  was  made. 

May  I  consult  counsel  with  regard  to  the  chronology  of 
these  particular  events? 

Mr.  Hamilton.   Please-. 

Mr..  Hunt.   I  am  prepared  to'  continue  unless  you  want 
to  — 

Mr.  Dash.   No,  no,  go  ahead. 

Mr.  Hunt.    Let  me  go  back  a.  little  for  chronology's 


/ 


salce. 

) 
Sometime   in  July,    I   would   estimate  V7ithin_  two    to    three 


r 

weeks  of  the  time  I  had  initially  retained  !'ir.  Bittman,  Mr 

Bittman  informed  me  had  received  an  envelope 

PI 

containing  $25,000  which  he  understood- v/as  to  be  applied  to 

no 

legal  fees  for  my  representation. 

Mr.  Dash.    Is  that  not  related  in  any  v/ay  to  the  early 


23 


discussions,  these  calls  from  Mr.  Rivers  to  Mrs.  Hunt?^^''^,  ;- 
^^         Mr.  Hunt.  Mr.  Bittman  received  a  call  from  a  gentleman 
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identifying  himself  as  '.'.r .    Rivers.    V/hat  the  mechanics  of  the 
trar.iiac tion  :-:^so    I  do    not  ';r.C'.".   I  have  no  first-hand  evidence  '. 
of  that.   Suffice  it  to  say  that  Mr.  Bitt-nan  did  inforni  -le 
of  the  receipt  of  $25,000  v/h.ich  v;ould  be  applied  in  ny behalf. 

Mr.  Dash.    About  when  was  this? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Before  the  end  of  July. 

Mr.  Bitti-nan.   For  the  record,  the  precise  date  v/as  July  7. 
I  do  not  know  exactly  when  it  was  I  informed-  Mr.  Hunt,  but 
lit -must  have  been  on  or  about-  that  date. 

Mr-  Dash.   I  think  you  "have  said,  I • want  you-to  continue, 
but  at  this  point  I  think  your  sort  of  anonyraous  benefactors 
or". anonymous  supporters  had  assured  support.   I  do  not  know 
v/hether  I  v/as  out  of  the  room  v^hen  this  v/as  discussed. 

You  did  mention  at  one  point  that  Mrs.  Hunt  sometiins 
in  June,  was  it,  did  go  to  the  corrj^iittee  and  speak  to  Mr... 
O'Biien  and  Mr.  Parkinson? 

Mr.  Hunt.   Yes,  sir,  I  covered  that. 

Mr.  Dash.   Was  it  never  clear  to  you  or  through  no 
person  by  nane  as  to  V/ho  in  fact  was  making  any  assurances? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Mo,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.    How  v/aro  the  assurances  m.ade?   V.'as  the 
first  kno'.v' ledge  of  the  assurances  the  fact  that  Mr.  Rivers 
made  a  call? 

Mr.    B  i  c  t.Tiyi  a .         Can    I? 

;'.r.    Dash.      Yes. 
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15.     In  mid- July  1972,  upon  instructions  from  Kalmbach,  Ulasewicz 
delivered  $40,000  to  Howard  Hunt's  wife  for  the  benefit  of  the  Watergate 
defendants  and  $8,000  to  Gordon  Liddy  by  sealing  these  monies  in  unmarked 
envelopes  and  placing  them  in  lockers  at  Washington  National  Airport. 
These  pajnnents  were  made  from  the  funds  Kalmbach  previously  had  obtained 
from  Stans  and  delivered  to  Ulasewicz.   In  the  usual  situation  in  making 
such  deliveries  to  Mrs.  Hunt,  Ulasewicz  informed  Kalmbach  of  the  amount 
requested,  and  Kalmbach  in  turn  discussed  the  amount  with  Dean  or  LaRue, 
and  then  instructed  Ulasewicz  to  make  the  delivery  in  a  specified  amount. 
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come  right  down  and  tluit  it  would  be  on  the  ledge  at  jthe  telephone 
booth. 

A'ow,  this  gentleman  is  standing  where  the  ledge  is.  There  arc  two  or 
three  or  four  telephone  books  and  there  is  a  ledge  above,  a  kind  of  space. 
I  told  him  it  woufd  be  a  brown  sack  and  that  the  money  would  be  lying 
right  there,  would  he  come  right  down,  if  he  walk  right  through  and 
pick  it  up  and  go  back  to  the  elevator,  I  would  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  Lexznek.  Xow,  thereafter,  did  an  individual  come  down  on  the 
elevator? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  We  had  a  description  of  clothing  as  I  phoned,  as  I 
recall,  that  he  would  be  wearing  a  brown  suit  or  something  at  that  time. 

ilr.  Lenzner.  Did  somebody  come  down  wearing  those  clothes  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes. 

Mr.  LzNZN'ER.  Where  were  you  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  was  in  a  telephone  booth.  I  had  it  half  shut.  There 
was  another  person  in  a  booth.  These  booths  on  weekdays  are  very 
heavily  used.  There  is  a  newsstand  section  in  front.  There  is  quite  a 
bit  of  traffic  on  a  weekday.  This  was  taken  on  a  Saturday  afternoon. 

He  came  right  out  of  this  elevator,  the  first  elevator,  and  walked 
right  over,  picked  it  up,  walked  right  back  in,  and  went  up. 

Mr.  Len'zxer.  Now,  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  rather  than  having  you  go  back 
and  forth  several  times  between  the  table  and  the  easel,  1  would  like 
to  go  ahead  and  continue,  if  it  is  OK,  and  have  you  describe  other 
^contacts  that  you  made  with  individuals  you  furnished  with  money. 

Did  there  come  a  time  later  when  Mr.  Kalmbach  instructed  you  to 
furnish  funds  to  Mrs.  Hunt  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Mrs.  Hunt  where 
you  arranged  to  furnish  her  with  some  funds  ? 

Mr.  Ulaseavicz.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Would  you  just  describe  what  you  told  her,  as  to  how 
she  could  pick  up  her  money  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  told  Mrs.  Hunt  that  at  a  certain  time  in  a  day,  and 
I  picked  an  hour,  to  come  into  the  lounge  of  the  American  Airlines, 
which  is  a  long  lounge  area,  leading  right  through  the  building.  There 
are  ticket  desks  on  one  side,  seats  in  the  center  and  it  is  a  very  busy  area. 
And -at  the  center  of  that,  she  should  check  with  the  time  on  a  large 
clock,  so  it  woidd  be  almost  exactly  at  that  time.  It  would  be  12  noon 
and  if  she  saw  5  to  12,  to  go  back  out  and  come  back  at  that  time. 

She  followed  instructions  explicitly. 

In  the  meantime,  whatever  drop  I  would  have  at  the  time,  I  would 
put  in  this  particular  locker  and  take  the  key.  [79]*  And  just  before, 
when  I  pulled  up  with  the  instructions,  now,  5  minutes  before  I  knew 
she  was  coming,  there  was  opposite,  and  about  25  feet  away,  across 
from  Northwest  Orient  Airlines,  there  is  a  series  of  telephone  booths, 
five  or  six  booths  [SI]*,  and  there  is  a  newsstand  across  and  there  is  a 
bit  of  traffic. 

Before  making  the  arrangements,  I  spent  some  time  observing  the 
telephone  booths  and  of  all  the  booths,  watching  people  going  in  and 
out,  the  most  I  saw  in  one  for  some  reason,  people  didn't  use  the  very 
end  one.  So  that  is  the  reason  I  used  that  and  left  the  key. 

So  5  minutes  prior  to  the  time  I  would  tell  her  to  come,  I  wotild  go 
into  this  telephone  booth  and  underneath  where  tiie  coin  drop  is,  I 
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\\\)ukl  scotch  tiip-^  the  key  to  tho  locker  where  I  made  my  drof).  fSO]* 

Then  1  would  leave  tiiat  area  and  either  go  by  the  iiews-Staiid  opi<o- 
sitc  or — this  would  be  where  the  phone  booth  would  be.  This  is  a  lounge, 
where  she  would  be  coming  through  in  this  direction.  [81]*  This  is  a 
window  lor  airplane  observation  by  the  public,  et  cetera, -and  I  would 
probably  be  in  this  area,  walk  there,  would  be  a  little  lurther  behind, 
where  I  coidd  watch  the  booth.  Her  directions  were  the  .^ame  thing, 
don't  hesitate,  go  right  into  the  booth,  remove  the  key,  go  to  the  locker. 
The  locker  would  be  -25  feet,  I  guess,  or  so  across  the  corridor. 

Ml'.  LzxzxtK.  Xow,  before  she  arrived  on  the  first  occiision,  did  you 
also  have  a  description  of  her,  the  clothes  she  was  going  to  wear? 

ilr.  Ul-vsevvicz.  Yes ;  she  mentioned  that  day  she  would  be  wearing  a 
blue  outEc  and  I  think  she  said  her  hair  in  a  clip  back  off  the 
shoulders. 

iNIr.  Lenznt-k.  Now,  I  believe  on  May  19  of  this  year,  when  we  went 
out  to  that  phone  booth  with  you,  there  was  some  scotch  tape  under- 
neath that  telephone  box  ? 

Mr.  tJLASEw^cz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lexznxk.  Xow,  did  you  observe  her  on  the  first  occasion  come 
by.  pick  up  the  key,  and  go  over  to  tb.e  bos.  which  I  think  is  N-301, 
and  remove  funds  that  you  hiid.  left  there  I 

Mr.  Ulase'ktcz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lexznte.  Did  you  see  her  do  that  on  other  occasions? 

Mr.  Ulase-svicz.  On  two  other  occasions. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Now,  the  first  occasion,  how  much  money  did  you 
leavein  that  box? 

Mr.  Ulasewtccz.  §40,000. 

Mr.  Lenzx"er.  The  second  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  I  will  just  refer  to  the  notes. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Sure. 

Mr.  Ulasewtcz.  I  mentioned  there  was  one  occasion  that  ^Ir.  Hunt 
came.  I  mentioned  actually  there  were  four  drops  to  the  Hunts. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Four  drops  to  the  Hunts — tkree  to  ilrs.  Hunt  and  one 
to  Mr.  Hunt? 

Mr.  Ui_LS5rwicz.  That  is  correct.  There  were  S43.000  the  second  time, 
S15JD0O  the  third,  and  S53.50O  on  the  last  occasion,  which  was  Septem- 
ber 19. 

ilr.  Lexzxek.  All  right,  sir.  Now,  I  t^ke  it  vou  had  the  telephone 
booth  under  observation  from  the  lounge  after  you  left  the  key  until 
at  some  point  when  Mrs.  Himt  picked  up  the  key  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  LEXZNT31.  "Wliat  if  someone  had  come  in  and  found  that,  Mr. 
Ulasewicz,  while  you  were  watching? 

Mr.  UL,-^.SEW^c£  Well,  he  would  be-  very  quickly  relieved  of  that  key. 
I  think  that  is  the  best  I  can  answer.  Why  put  myself  in  that  position  ? 

jMr.  Lexzner.  I  take  it  that  was  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  booth 
under  observation? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  Len-zxer.  Did  there  come  a  time  wnen  you  were  instructed  by 
^Ir.  Kulmbach  to  deliver  funds  to  Mr.  Liddy? 

Ml .  Ui.AsEWK  z.  Correct. 

Mr.  l^K.NZNKK.  Do  you  remember  approximately  when  that  was? 
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Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  That  was  in  .July  of  1972. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Did  you  contact  Mr.  Liddy  and  give  him  instructions 
as  to  how  that  money  would  be  delivered  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  How  much  was  that,  by  the  way  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  $8,000. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  All  right,  sir.  Now,  will  you  explain  what  you  told 
Mr.  Liddy? 

Mr.  Ul.^sewicz.  I  contacted  Mr.  Liddy.  I  had  taken  the  phone  num- 
ber from  Mrs.  Hunt.  She  had  made  those  arrangements,  saying  they 
needed  money,  and  Kalmbach  came  back  to  me,  delivered  the  money, 
$78,000.  In  that  convereation,  he  started,  and  it  was  the  only  one  I  had 
with  him,  he  started  on  that  occasion,  started  saying  something 
about^again  he  thought  I  was  in  policymaking  or  some  contact — and 
he  said,  "You  can  check  with  anyone  and  the  stand-up  guy,"  et  cetera. 
I  said,  "Mr.  Liddy,  I  am  only  delivering  something  in  the  package." 
He  said  "OK". 

We  made  arrangements  and  in  this  instance,  I  placed  the  money  in 
the  locker  at  this  end  of  the  lobby  and  at  the  end  of  the  lobby,  the 
main  area,  where  Eastern  Airlines  comes  in  here.  [85]*  I  placed  the 
money  in  the  bottom  locker.  [82]*  I  placed  the  key  in  an  envelope  and 
placed  it  on  a  ledge  here  by  the  window  [83]*  and  myself  in  a  position 
back  to  observe,  much  in  this  fashion. 

Mr.  Lenzn'er.  What  is  next  to  the  travel 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Next  to  the  Mutual  ? 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Insurance. 
■  Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Insurance  situation  here. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Ail  right. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Then  he  came  in  and  did  as  instructed,  told  him  he 
•would  be  wearing  a  shirt  of  some  description.  He  came  in,  walked  by 
me  and  he  proceeded  up — there  is  a  flight  of  stairs  which  lead  to  an 
upper  (ieck,  and  I  watched  him  from  up  here  [84]  *,  and  I  lost  sight  of 
him,  he  had  gone  into  a  corridor  leading  in  here  and  he  probably 
thcyight  that  there  were  lockers  in  this  area,  and  he  went,  however,  he 
came  back  in  maybe  30  seconds  or  so,  and  looking  at  his  key  opened  the 
thing  and  took  the  money. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now  did  there  come  a  time  when  you  were  asked  to 
deliver  money  to  Mr.  Fred  LaRue  by  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Was  that  in  September  of  1972? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  approximately  how  much  was  that?  . 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  $29,900. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  What  arrangements  did  you  make  with  Mr.  LaRue 
to  deliver  those  funds? 

Mr.  LTlasewicz.  The  instructions  at  that  time  from  Mr.  Kalmbach 
were  there  were  two  deliveries  that  day,  one  earlier  to  Mi-s.  Hunt  in 
a  manner  as  I  described,  and  the  second  one  to  Mr.  LaRue — shall  I  go 
into  the  entire  conversation  at  this  point? 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Sure,  go  ahead. 
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Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Mr.  LaRue,  Mr.  Kalmbach  said,  gave  lue  a  tele- 
phone number  and  said,  "Contact  Mr.  LaRuo  at  6  p.m.  and  Mr.  LaRue 
■lives  in  the  Water^nite  apartments,"  which,  of  i;oiii-se,  was  a  little  sur- 
prise to  me,  and  now  we  are  back  into  the  "Watergate  deal  [laughter] 
and  he  said  to  leave,  Mr.  LaRue  suggested  that  I  leave  the  package 
at  the  desk  and  I  said  to  Mr.  Kalmljach  that  at  no  point  have  I  been 
observed  and  I  have  been  obeying  t!ie  instructions  as  best  as  I  know 
how  and  I  certainly  am  not  going  to  walk  in  and  leave  it  at  the  desk 
because  that  is  a  tliird  party.  He  said,  "All  right,  handle  it  any  way 
you  want,  as  usual,"  et  cetera. 

"Wliat  I  did  is  there  is  a  garage  opposite  where  ilr.  LaRue  lived  in 
the  Watergate,  his  entrance  had  one  telephone  booth  and  it  was  very — 
it  was  l)eing  used  quite  a  bit — so  I  didn't  go  there  but  I  hated  to  go  to 
whei-e  I  did  go,  which  was  the  Howard  Johnson  Hotel  across  from 
Watergate  which  was  used  in  the  original  situation  and  that  is  where 
I  wound  up. 

I  placed  the  key,  I  called  Mr.  LaRue,  and  asked  him  to  come  down, 
I  had  a  package,  he  was  waiting  the  call — 6  p.m.  exactly,  he  was 
awaiting  the  call  and  he  says  fine,  he  would  be  right  down.  I  had  never 
met  Mr.  LaRue.  I  asked  him  to  put  two  magazines  imder  liis  arm, 
come  across  the  street,  come  into  the  motel  entrance  and  the  money 
would  be  on  the  ledge  in  the  motel. 

"\\nieu  he  came  out,  it  is  a  wide  street,  I  watched  him  through  the 
motel  window  here  [86]*  and  he  had  two  magazines.  He  stopped 
at  the  island  because  of  heavy  traffic,  when  he  stepped  off  the  island 
he  was  now  approaching,  I  laid  the  money  on  the  ledge  in  the  envelope 
and  I  proceeded  tlirough  a  door  back  to  the  cigarette  machines  and  I 
could  see  him  come  in,  pick  up  the  money,  hesitata  a  moment,  go  right 
out  and  go  b'ack,  back  to  his  apartment. 

Blr.  Lenzner.  So  you  had  the  money  and  hini  under  observation 
until  such  time  as  he  picked  it  up  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  Thank  you  very  much,  ilr.  Ulasewicz. 

Can  you  return  now  to  the  table  and  we  will  go  back  and  pick  up 
some  more  of  your  conversations  with  Mrs.  Hunt. 

Now,  after  you  delivered  your  $25,000  to  Mr.  Bittman,  did  you  so 
advise  Mr.  Kalmbach  that  you  had  made  that  delivery  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\se;\vicz.  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  Now,  after  that,  did  jou  receive  another  phone  call 
from  Mr.  Kalmbach  instructing  you  to  contact  the  writer  or  the  writer's 
wife? 

Mr.  ULASEvncz.  Yes,  and  he  gave  me  the  telephone  number  to  the 
writer's  residence. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Who  were  you  to  call  on  that  first  occasion? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  The  writer,  who  would  be  JNIr.  Hnnt. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  did  you  have  any  instructions  ?  "V\Tiat  were  you 
supposed  to  say  to  him  ? 

Mv.  Ul.\sewicz.  That  a  listing  of  the  cost  of  the  script  and  the  same 
routine,  the  actors  and  who  may  be  concerned  in  tliat  show. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  call  tiie  number  that  ilr.  Kalmbach  had  given 
you? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  No.  The  telephone  number^ 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  I  did  call. 
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Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  have  a  conversation — did  you  ask  for  the 
writer  and  talk  to  somebody  out  there  i 

JMr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  I  spoke  to  a  male  whom  I  assumed  was  the 
writer.  He  was  evasive  and  wouldn't  recognize  my  call  in  any  way, 
and  that  was  the  end  of  that  call,  and  I  got  back  to  AIi'.  Kalmbach  who 
then — I  had  to  await  a  return  call,  and  the  return  cull  was  to  call 
again — and  that  if  the  writers  wife,  ask  for  the  writer's  wife  which, 
of  coui-se,  was  Mrs.  Hunt. 

Mr.  IjExzner.  Did  you  call  and  ask  for  the  writer's  wife  and  talk 
to  somebody  ? 

Mr.  Ul.vsewicz.  I  did,  and  she  answered  the  phone. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  And  you  identified  yourself  as  Mr.  Rivers? 

Mr.  Ul-\sewicz.  Right. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  And  what^ 

Mr.  TJl.\sewicz.  She  was  expecting  the  call  so  that  tlie  contact  was 
first  made  at  this  point  with  Mrs.  Hunt. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Could  you  describe  the  conversations  that  you  had 
with  Mrs. Hunt? 

Mr.  ULASEw^cz.  Yes.  I  told  her  that  I  was  calling  regarding  the 
figures  and  Mrs.  Himt  stated  that  she  started  with  a  list  of  necessities 
of  attorneys,  attorney  fees,  and  she  went  into  the  persons  down,  refer- 
ring to  people  down  South,  with  the  necessity  for  aid. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  I  take  it,  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  you  had  a  series  of  phone 
conversations  during  July  of  1972  with  Mrs.  Hunt? 

ilr.  Ul.\sewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Well,  can  you  tell  the  committee  the  substance  of 
what  those  conversations  concerned  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Initially,  Mrs.  Hunt  was — when  she  went  into  fig- 
ures— I  would  inform  her  that  I  am  not  to  negotiate,  I  was  simply  in  a 
position  to  deliver  whatever  was  necessary.  However,  she  injected  her- 
self continually  and  early  feeling  that  I  would  pass  a  message  on  or 
something  of  that  type.  She  started  out  initally  in  the  early  conversa- 
tion requesting  rather  than  demanding  or  building  up,  but  she  would 
mention — she  started  with  herself,  the  fact  that  she  had  lost  her  own 
job  due  to  this  and  that  should  be  taken  into  consideration,  and  that 
with  that  there  are  certain  things  with  the  job  that,  for  instance, 
hospitalization,  and  whatever  benefits  might  be  there,  that  had  been 
lost,  and  that  she  thought  that  perhaps  $10,000  or  $15,000  might — 
and  this  is  no  matter  how  many  times  I  would  try  to  stop  her  she  would 
continue  in  with  that.  She  said  she  was  sure  the  same  situation  was 
occurring,  and  there  was  apparently — the  calls  I  cannot  separate  com- 
pletely but  where  it  started  from  the  four  instances  of  dropping  the 
money,  she  started  with  this  suggestive  way  and  then  got  into  it 
heavier  each  time.  Subsequently,  she  would  mention  the  necessity  of, 
that  Mrs.  Liddy  was  undergoing  some  psychiatric  treatment  or  might 
be  undergoing,  and  that  she  was  a  school  teacher  and  that  she  probably 
would  not  be  able  to  work  as  a  result  of  this  and  that  shoidd  be  another 
amount  of  money. 

^\'lien  she  spoke  of  costs  to  Mr.  Hunt,  her  husband,  Mr.  McCord. 
Mr.  Tviddy,  she  gave  figures  of  approximately  $3,000  a  month  would 
be  satisfactory,  and  she  had  hoped  that  that  might  be  done  in  some 
multiples  so  we  would  not  go  through  this  thing  monthly,  and  then 
she  mentioned  the  name  of  Barker  and  he  was  particularly — this  is  in 
the  four  conversations,  not  all  in  this  one. 
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Mr.  Lexzxer.  I  undefstand. 

Ml'.  Ulasewicz.  And  it  built  up  in  that  and  no  matter  how  many 
times  I  noidd  say  T  am  not  nogotiatintr,  sIk'  got  her  bit  in.  and.  of 
coui-se,  it  continued  in  that  manner. 

"Wlien  she  got  into  Barker,  she  explained  Mr.  Barker  had  some 
peculiar  probleln  in  this  matter,  he  was  dealing  with  tiie  people  down 
South,  that  others  may  have  become  involved  other  than  they  started 
originally — there  were  some  bail  problems  down  South.  She  men- 
tioned that  she,  in  the  course  of  these  conversations  over  this  period 
of  time,  that  she  was  the  one  that  was  delivering  the  money  to  the 
various  people  after  she  had  obtained  it  from  me.  Then  she  mentioned 
Sturgis,  Gonzales,  Martinez,  and  when  slie  had  mentioned  Barker,  she 
mentioned  a  sum  of  $10,000  for  under-the-table,  and  she  mentioned 
Barker  with  his  problems  and  with  other  people  suggesting  that  thei-e 
were  others  possibly  involved,  and  this  is  toward  the  final  calls,  so 
excuse  me. 

ilr.  Lexzxer.  With  reference  to  Mr.  Barker  let  us  just  stick  with 
him  for  a  second.  When  she  made  reference  to  him  she  was  asking  or 
seeking  a  specific  sum  of  money,  is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Yes,  with  Mr.  Barker. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  She  was  asking  a  sum  of  money  which  wound  up  to 
$23,000. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  How  did  she  break  that  down  ? 

Mr.  LTlasewicz.  She  broke  it  down  $10,000  bail,  $10,000  luuler-the- 
table,  and  $3,000  for  other  expenses  he  was  incurring  with  either  com- 
ing up  in  this  area  and  going  back  down  or  suggesting  something  of 
that  type. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Then,  when  she  spoke  about  her  own  expenses  for — 
I  take  it,  travel  for  delivering  these  f imds  ? 

Mr.  Ul.vsewicz.  Right. 
.   Mr.  Lexzxer.  How  much  was  she  seeking  for  that  ? 

Mr.  Ulvsewicz.  $5,000  for  her  personal  expenses. 

Mr.  Lex'zxer.  "WTien  she  talked  about  her  travels,  did  she  also  dis- 
cuss with  you  her  concern  about  the  people  down  South  and  what  as- 
surances they  might  be  given  ? 

Mr.  L^lasewicz.  She  wanted  to,  she  was  concerned  that  they  receive 
money  likewise  for  the  support  of  their  families  and  for  attorneys. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Was  there  any  discussion  concerning  the  impending 
trial  and  its  effect  on  the  people  down  South  ^ 

Mr.  Ulaseavicz.  Yes ;  that  some  of  them  were  getting  uneas\",  were 
getting  nervous,  and  she  intimated  that  unless  the  money  was  foi-th- 
coming  that  that  certainly  would  help  alleviate  the  situation. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  You  spoke  about  multiple  siuns,  and  I  take  it — by 
the  way  you  were  transmitting  these  requests,  these  concerns  of  Mrs. 
Hunt  to  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  Ui^vsEwiC2.  Continually;  and  no  action  taken  until  he  would 
come  back  with  an  answer. 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  And  was  there  an  imswcr  to  the  multiple  sums  that 
Mrs.  Hunt  was  seeking  for  the  defendants  ? 

Mr.  ULASEW^cz.  Yes;  it  was  to  be  $15,000  to  McCord,  Liddv,  and 
Hunt,  $6,000  to  Barker,  $i,000  to  Sturgis,  $2,000  to  Gonzales.  $2,000 
to  Martinez. 
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Mr.  Lenzner.  And  for  how  long  a  period  was  that  to  cover? 

Mr.  Ul-xsewicz.  Five  months. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now,  in  a  later  phone  conversation  with  Mrs.  Hunt, 
did  that  become  a  matter  of  concern  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes;  she  said  it  was  causing  a  problem  down  South 
because  it  so  happened  that  they  were  concerned  because  the  5  months 
ended  up  in  a  period  just  after  the  election,  and  from  tliat  I  gathered 
they  feared  that  that  was  deliberate,  and  I  reminded  Mrs.  Hunt  she 
is  the  one  that  brought  tiiis  matter  up  and  I  was  cutting  it  otf  and  as  I 
did  with  the  negotiations  and  I  said,  "I  certainly  do  not  think  that  is 
any  situation  here  tliat  I  am  concerned  with,  you  will  have  to  stick 
with  the  amount,  the  cost  of  the  script,"  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  When  you  say  down  Soutli,  by  the  way,  Mr.  Ulase- 
wicz, what  are  you  referring  to,  do  you  know  what  Mi-s.  Hunt  was 
referring  to  ? 

Mr.  Ul-vsewicz.  Tlie  Florida  area,  Florida. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now,  was  there  also  a  discussion  with  Mrs.  Hunt 
about  the  attorneys  in  Liie  case  ? 

Mr.  UL.\SE^VICZ.  Yes;  there  was. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  Would  you  tell  us  what  she  said  to  you  about  the 
attorneys? 

Mr.  Ul\sewicz.  She  said  the  attorneys,  and  she  mentioned  names 
of  the  defendants  and  their  attorneys — she  mentioned  $25,000  for 
Bittman  for  Hunt.  Now,  this  was  in  addition,  and  I  do  not  know  if 
she  knew  I  delivered  the  $25,000,  but  she  did  present  to  me  again  in 
this  text  that  Hunt  and  Bittman  $25,000;  that  McCord  with  Lee 
Bailey,  $25,000 ;  Liddy  with  Maroulis,  $25,000 ;  Barker  with  Rothblatt, 
$25,000.  The  three  others,  each  $10,000,  a  total  of  $.30,000. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  All  right. 

You  were  transmitting  again  those  figures  to  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  Now,  when  you  delivered  your  first  delivery  of 
$40,000  to  Mrs.  Hunt  at  National  Airport,  how  was  that  figure  ar- 
rived at? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Mr.  Kalmbach  gave  me  that  figure,  and  at  that 
time,  it  was  the  only  time  in  these  that  lie — in  that  message  was  tos;iy 
a  certain  amount  for  people — and  it  was  like  a  downpayment,  because 
it  was  obvious  that  the  $75,000  was  not  going  to  cover  into  what  we 


L 


were  getting. 


Mr.  Lenzner.  And  as  a  result  you  later  picked  up  the  various  loca- 
tions initial  fund. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Additional  sums. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  By  he  way,  did  there  come  a  time  when  you  totaled 
up  the  amounts  of  money  that  Mrs.  Hunt  was  seeking? 

Mr.  Ul^\sewicz.  Well,  it  was,  yes,  it  was  in  the  vicinity  of  $400,000 
to  $450,000. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  did  you  have  a  conversation  with  ilr.  Kalmbach 
concerning  that  figure  and  Mrs.  Hunt's  demands  on  you  in  California 
when  you  went  to  pick  up  the  $75,000  out  there  ? 

Mr.  L^LASEWicz.  Yes;  that  was  in  August,  and  it  was  the  last  pickup 
from  Mr.  Kalmbach,  and  shall  I  go  through  it? 

Mr.  Lexzner.  Yes,  why  don't  you  tell  us  what  you  said  to  hiin  and 
he  said  to  you. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Mf.  Ulasewicz  would  use  an  alias? 

Mr.  KALirnACii.  Yes,  he  would. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  koow  what  Mr.  Ulasewicz'  alias  was  during  this 
transaction? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Xo,  I  think  there  were  several. 

Mr.  Dash.  Does  the  name  Rivers  make 

Mr.  Kalmbacii.  That  was  one  of  those,  yes.  sir. 

Mv.  Dasii.  Did  he  suggest  that  name  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  AVell,  I  do  not  know  whether  he  did  or  whether 
I  did,  but  in  our  conversation — but  then  back.  I  would  then  report  to 
either  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  LaEue.  who  would  give  us  the  directions  or 
give  me  the  directions.  I  would  then  give  Mi:  Ulasewicz  the  direc- 
tions, he  would  then  make  the  contact  with  the  people. 

Mr.  Dash.  Under  your  direction  your  conversation  would  be  with 
Mr.  Ulasewicz  on  the  telephone  ? 

Mr.  Iv-axmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  they  would  be  from  telephone  booth  to  telephone 
booth. 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  usually. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  just  give  me  a  scenario  how  you  would  contact 
Mr.  Ulasewicz,  or  how  he  would  contact  you,  what  one  would  say  to 
the  other,  and  how  you  would  do  it  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  if  there  is  a  typical,  and  I  don't  know  if  there 
is,  but  it  would,  I  would  receive  a  call  either  from  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr. 
LaRue  with  instructions  to  get  x  amount  of  fimds  over  to  one  of  the 
defendants  or-  one  of  the  attorneys.  I  would  then  call  Mr.  Ulasewicz, 
and  so  inform  him. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  would  call  him  and  reach  him  at  his  home  number? 

Mr.  IvALMB.\CH.  I  would  reach  him  in  New  York  at  his  home 
number. 

Mv.  Dash.  What  would  you  tell  him  to  do? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  would  call  him  from  a  pay  phone.  He  would  then — 
he  told  me  the  number  of  another  pay  phone  and  15  minutes  later  I 
would  call  him  and  he  would  be  at  the  pay  phone. 

Mr.  Dash.  When  you  called  him  did  you  use  a  telephone  credit  card  ? 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  No,  always  it  was  in  cash  and  it  was  using  a  good 
number  of  quarters. 

Mr.  Dash.  Putting  a  lot  of  quartei-s  in  the  telephone  as  you  went 
along? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  when  you  referred  to  particular  people  who  re- 
ceived, who  would  receive  that,  take  for  instance  ilr.  Hunt,  did  you 
have  a  particular  code  name  for  Mr.  Hunt? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  tliink  we  did.  I  think  we  called  Mv.  Hunt,  just 
called  him  "The  Writer,"  he  had  been  an  author,  we  called  him  "The 
Writer.-'  I  think  we  called  INIrs.  Hunt  "The  Writer's  Wife.'" 

I  don't  know  that  we  had  any  other  names  for  anyone  else. 

Mv.  Dash.  Did  you  have  any  particular  code  name  for  the  money 
that  was  being  distributed  ? 

Mr.  IvAr.MBACH.  Xo.  If  there  is  a  code  name  the  name  developed  in — 
wiien  I  was  at  the  Statlcr  and  Mr.  ITlasewicz  came  down  to  receive  the 
$75,100  that  I  had  received  from  ^Ir.  Stans.  he  came  into  the  room 
and  he  didn't  Iiave  a  briefcase  witli  liim.  so  he  just  went  to  the  shelf 
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the  instructions  to  Mi-.  Uhiscuicx  to  contact  Mr.  Caddy.  Anrl  I  think 
tliosc  instfiictions  were  received  within  a  period  of  a  fow  da3's  after 
1  returned  on  the  SOtii. 

I  thereupon  called  .Mr.  L'lasewicz"  lionie  in  Xew  York  and  pave  him 
those  instructions.  He  then  went  to  Wasliinpton  and  there  were  several 
calls  back  and  forth,  I  think,  between  he  and  Mr.  Caddy.  Then  he 
would  then  call  rne.  I  would  then  contact  either  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr. 
LaRue  until  finally,  at  one  point,  eventually,  it  was  clear  that  ilr. 
Caddy  would  not  receive  tl\e  funds. 

Senator  Ouk.vf.y.  You  say  he  would  not  receive  them? 

Mr.  K.vLMn.vcir.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gcrxey.  "Well,  now,  what  eventually  happened  to  them? 

Mr.  Kalme.vcit.  "Well,  eventually.  Senator,  I  think  that  an  attempt 
was  made  to  contact  Mr.  O'Brien,  with  the  same  result.  Mr.  O'Brien 
would  not  accept  deliver}-  of  the  funds. 

Senator  Gvrxey.  Xow.  tliis  is  an  attempt  on  the  pait  of  Mr. 
Ulasewicz  ? 

Mr.  Kalmb.vch.  Yes,  sir;  at  my  direction,  and  I  had  received  the 
direction  from  either  ]Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  LaRne. 

Seua:cr  Gur.vly.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Iv.\LMBACiT.  Then  I  think  it  was  in  the  second  week  of  July  that 
eventually,  d  delivery  was  made  of  $2.>.n(10,  I  think  to  Mr.  Bitlman, 
by  Mr.  T'la.sewicz,  apain  at  my  direction  and  after  I  had  received 
directions  from  cither  ilr.  Dean  or  Mr.  LaRue. 

Senator  Gurxey,  In  other  words,  that  $2o,000  was,  turned  over  by 
either  Dean  or  LaRue  instntctinjij  you  to  instruct  Ulasewicz  to  ^ive 
ittoBittman? 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  Yes,  sir :  that  is  ri<rht. 

Senator  Gitj.vey.  Xow,  that  accounts  for  $25,000.  "What  about  the 
$5,100— $50,100?" 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  sir;  my  recollection  is  that  I  think  ilr.  Ulase- 
wicz disbursed  some  $8,000  to  ilr.  Liddy.  I  know  tiiat  I  had  instructed 
Mr.  TTlasewicz  to  deduct  from  the  funds  that  I  pave  to  him  wliat- 
ev^er  he  needed  for  his  expenses. 

Senator  Gitkxey.  AVas  this  $8,000  to  Liddv  upou  your  instructions? 
=Mr.  Kaljibach.  Yes,  sir ;  I  am  certain  that  it  was. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Received  from  whom  ? 

Mr.  ICvLiiBACir.  From  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  LaRue. 

Senator  Gcrxey.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  And  also,  $1,000  was— I  received  $1,000  which  I  had 
turned  over  to  ilr.  Strachan  at  the  "^ATiite  House  in  response  to  his 
request  for  $1,000. 

Senator  GtTJXEY.  All  rijrht. 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  About  that  time.  Senator,  I  received  some  $40,000 
from  Mr.  LaRue — I  think  it  was  on  the  19th  of  July — which  T 
gave  to  Mr.  T^lasewicz.  And  from  that  time  forward.  I  think  mv  mem- 
ory is  that  almost  all  of  the  funds  went  to  Mrs.  Plunt.  with  some 
$30,000  rroinp  to  :Mr.  LaRue  on  or  about  tlie  10th  or— ISth  or  19th  of 
September — that  when  the  final  payment  was  made  to  ilr. — one  pay- 
ment of  some  $.'>0,000  to  Mr.  LaRiie  and,  T  think  it  was  some  little 
more  than  $50,000  to  ^Irs.  Htuit  at  tliat  time. 

Senator  Gikxf.y.  AVell,  if  we  can  <ro  back  now,  we  were  down  to, 
we  accounted  for $34,000  out  of  the  $75,000. 
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Mr.  Kalsibach.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gcrney.  Which  would  leave  $41,000,  plus  another  ^40,000 
from  LaRue— $81,000.  Xow,  at  that  point,  what  happened  as'far  as 
tlie  in.structions  to  do  something  with  the  $81,000?  What  was  the  next 
step? 

Mr.  K.\oiBACir.  Senator,  throuphout  this  period,  several  times  I 
received  instructions  to  instruct  Mr.  Ulasewicz  as  to  disbursals  and  as 

say,  I  think  most  of  those  disbursals  after  mid-July,  I  think,  went; 
to  Mrs.  Hunt,  who  m  turn  distributed  funds  to  various  of  the  de- 
fendants and  to  various  of  the  attornevs  involved. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Well,  can  you  <jive  us  a  little  better  understandinc 
than  that.  Did  you  receive  word  from  Dean  or  LaRue  to  o-ive  x 
amount  to  Mrs.  Hunt  ?  "^ 

Mr.  Kal.mbach.  Yes,  sir.  I  remember  that.  I  was  told  from  time  to 
time  to  give  .r  amount  to  Mrs.  Hunt. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Do  you  remember  what  those  amounts  were  and 
when? 

Mr.-KALMBACH.  Xo,  sir.  But  in  reconstructing  this  history  in  trvino- 
to  develop  what  the  amounts  were  and  to  whom  these  funds  went",  mv 
memory  is  that  approximately  $1.50.000  or  thereabouts  went  to  Mrs 
Hunt,  out  of  which  certain  of  the  attorneys  were  paid  and  various 
of  the  defendants.  Beyond  that  $150,000.  there  was  $30,000  that  was 
given  to  Mr.  LaRue  in  the  final  disbursal.  Twentv-five  thousand  dol- 
lars was  given  to  Mr.  Bittman.  I  think  $8,000  was 'given  to  Mr.  Liddy 
as  I  remember  it.  $1,000  to  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  and  $1,000  which  I  retain/d 
$220  000  '^''       *°  ^^^'  ^''■^^^^"-   ^'°'^  ^^^<^  'otal  is  approximately 

Senator  GuRNEY.'And  the  amount,  as  I  recall,  was  $219.000 « 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Gut^xey.  So  then  as  I  understand  it  this  rather  large 
amount  to  Mrs  Hunt,  approximately  $150,000  was  paid  from  time  to 
time  and  you  don't  actually  recall  the  specific  dates  and  the  amounts « 

31r.  IvALMBACH.  ^o.  Sir;  I  do  not.  T  don't  recall— T  recall  with  par- 
ticu  anty  the  dates  when  I  received  funds,  but  I  don't  recall  with 
anything  like  particularity  as  to  the  dates  that  I  called  Mr.  Ulasewicz 
or  when  instructions  were  given  to  Mr.  Ulasewicz  to  make  these  dis- 
bursals and,  as  I  said,  after  mid-Julv,  I  think  most  of  all  of  the 
money  went  to  Mrs.  Hunt  who.  in  turn,  distributed  the  funds  to  vari- 
ous attorneys  and  other  defendants,  plus  the  $30,000  that  went  to  Mr. 
LaKue  in  September. 

Senator  Gurxey.  "Wliat  is  your  recollection  of  the  instructions  that 
you  were  receiving  from  Mr.  Dean  or  .Air.  LaRue  at  this  time  so  far 
as  payments  to  JIi-s.  Hunt  are  concerned? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  the  instructions  as  I  remember  it.  were  to  <rive 
her  funds  for  attorneys,  and  I  recall  the  names  of  the  attornevs  over 
and  above  Mr.  Bittman,  Mr.  Rothbiatt.  I  think.  Mr.  Bailev  and  Air 
Marouhs.  plus  there  were  attornevs  for— but  I  never.  I  could  not, 
1  do  not  remember  the  names  of  attornevs  for  other  of  the  defend- 
ants, and  .-i  lesser  amount  was  <riven  to  "those  attornevs.  some  thre« 
attorneys  for  three  of  the  defendants. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Who  did  the  instructions  come  mainlv  from,  Mr. 
Dean  or  Mr.  LaRue?  ' 
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Mr.  I\L\LMBAcn.  Well,  initially  it's  my  recollection  that  they  came 
primarily  from  Mi-.  Dean,  but  shortly  theroaftei-  or  .shortly  into  the 
period  there  they  berjan  to  come  mon;  from  Mr.  LaRuc  or  although 
I  ahrays  crtiined  it  interchan<reably.  Senator. 

Senator  GrnxEV.  In  the  raisin^r  of  the  money,  as  T  understand  it  you 
received  four  amounts  here  that  totaled  $210,000.  Where  did  most  of 
tho  pressure  come  from  to  raise  this  money,  do  you  recall  that,  from 
whom  ? 

Mr.  K.\L3iPACii.  No.  sir.  I  was  just — I  -was  given  my  instnictions, 
again  by  Mr.  Dean  or  ]Mr.  LaRue  and  then  I  recall  that  Mr.  Ulasewicz 
would  receive  communications  from  the  people  that  he  was  talking 
to  and  primarily  Mrs.  Hunt,  which  I  would  relay  back  to  these  people, 
and  then  I  would  relay  again  back  down  after  I  I'cceived  my  instruc- 
tions, I  would  then  call  Mr.  Ulasewicz. 

Senator  Guknky.  Just  one  final  question.  ^Ir.  Kalmbach:  Did  j'ou 
have  any  discussions  following  the  break-in  of  Watergate  do^\Ti  to 
now  witli  the  President? 

^Ir.  KAL3rB.vcH.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Gtjuxey.  About  Watergate  ? 

Mr.  Kalmu.vch.  No.  Xot  at  any  time. 

Senator  Guiiney.  Neither  on  the  phone  nor  in  person? 

Mr.  IvAL^tBACii.  No.sir. 

Senator  Gukxey.  That  is  all.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Er\"tx.  Senator  Talmadge. 

Senator  TauiAuge.  Thank  you.  !Mr.  Chairman. 

Ml*.  Kalmbach,  I  want  to  get  into  an  area  that  you  have  not  testi- 
fied on,  that  we  have  had  reports  in  the  press  about  it.  Are  you  familiar 
with  funds  going  into  the  State  of  Alabama  chtring  the  19T0  election? 

Mr.  IvALArRACrr.  Senator.  I  am  familiar  with  funds  that  I  disbursed 
ill  1970  under  instructions.  I.  at  that  time — I  had  no  knowledge  as  to 
where  the  ultimate  distributees  would  be. 

Senator  Talmadge.  AVill  vou  tell  us  about  that  fund,  please? 

Mr.  KALjiEAiir.  Yes,  sir.  During  the  1070  ))erio(l  I  was  raising  funds 
t^owavd  the — in  the  senatorial  races,  and  also  I  was  directed  by  Mr. 
Higby  on  three  dilferent  occasions  to  disburse  fun<ls  out  of  trust 
funds  that  I  had  under  my  coutiol.  I  recall  that  there  was  a  call  that 
Mr.  Higby  made  to  me,  in — I  think  it  was  in  late  ilarch  of  1070 — 
directing  that  I  disburse  $100,000  to  someone  there  in  New  York. 

I  took  these  funds  from  the  bo.x,  safe  deposit  box,  at  the  Chase  ilan- 
hattan  Bank  in  New  York  and  (leli\ered  them  to  an  individual  at  the 
Sherry  Netherlands  Hotel  in  New  Yoi-k. 

.Senator  Tal:madge.  AVho  was  the  individual  ? 

Mr.  KAi.JtcACH.  I  did  not  know  his  name,  and  do  not  know  him. 

Senator  T.\lmadge.  How  did  you  know  you  ga\c  the  $100,000  to  the 
right  man  ? 

^Ir.  KAr-MUACH.  I  was  advised  at  a  latei-  date  that  I  had  given  the 
funds  to  the  riglit  person. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Who  gave  you  the  instructions  as  to  whom  to 
meet  and  where  ? 

ilr.  KAr.MUAfd.  I  talked  to  Mr.  Tlisrbv,  and  he  iustrncred  mo.  and  T 
said  that  I  would  deliver  the  funds  at  the  Sherrv-Netlierlands  Hotel, 
and  an  indi\"idnal  th(>n  ranie  up  to  mr  and  the  identitication  was  i)roi)er. 
and  I 


(232) 


16. 3     DOROTHY  HUNT  MEMORANDUM.    OCTOBER  2.    1972 

OctoL-r    2,    1972 

llemocnnd'ain  Lo :   Mr.  V.'illiam  O,  Bittrnan 

From:   Dorothy  Hunt 

Subject:   Accounting  of  I-ionios  Received 

In  July,,  I  received  and  paid  out  the  following  amounts: 

$5,000        Bail  money  for  Frank  Sturgis 
$15,000       Income  replacement  James  McCord 
$12,000       Bail  at  $4,000  each  for  Messrs. 

Barker,  Martinez  and  Gonzalez 
$  6,000        Income  replacement  for  Mr.  Barker 
$  4,000       Income  replacement  for  Mr.  Sturgis 
$30,000        Income  replacement  for  Mr.  Hunt  and  Mrs.  Hunt 
$  3,000       Income  replacement  for  Mr.  Martinez 
$  3,000       Income  replacement  for  l"Ir.  Gonzalez 
$10,SD0       Under/table  bail,  money:,  for  Mr.  .Barkeir'):er 
(Notei:  Income,  replacement  was  for  aperiod  of:;  July-Nov^l) 

In  Augus^t^-..  I.  gave  I'lr:.  Barker  "a  total,  of  $3', 000^  for  expensesni  e  = 

of  travel  for  himself  and  others  and  for  telephone  expenses, 
and  for  interest  paid  on  pawning  of  wife's  jewelry. 

In  other  words,  I  received  a  total  of  $33,000  and  have  paid 
out  $91,000  (using  the  final  $3,000  from  my  own  funds) 

You  already  have  an  accounting  of  the  $53,500  received  on 
September  19th, 
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16.     On  July  19,  1972  Porter  falsely  stated  to  FBI  agents  that  the 
funds  he  had  paid  Liddy  were  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  lawful 
political  activities. 
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16.1      SSC  REPORT  OF  HERBERT  PORTER  FBI  302  WTERVIEW,   JULY  19,    1972 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

April  18,  1973  3:10  in  the  FBI  Headquarters  where  I  am  now  reviewing 
FBI  302 's  I  will  be  reviewing  the  302 's  of  Magruder,  Mr.  Porter, 
Mr.  Sloan,  and  Mr.  LaRue. 

The  first  interview  will  be  of  Mr,  Herbert  Lloyd  Porter,  4340 
Garfield  St.,  N.W.,  Telephone  Number  244-1823,  Office  address 
1701  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  N.W.,  Suite  417,  Telephone  333-2615. 

Mr.  Porter  was  interviewed  on  July  19,  1972  by  agents  Michael 

L.  Hanigan  and  Wm.  Thomas  Hajeski  at  this  interview  there  was 

present  Mr.  Kenneth  Wells  Parkinson,  attorney  for  the  Committee. 

Porter  stated  that  he  was  director  of  scheduling  for  the  Committee 

to  Reelect  the  President.   Held  the  position  since  May  1,  1971 

prior  to  that  time  he  worked  as  a  staff  assistant  at  the  White 

House  under  Herbert  G.  Kline  [sic].  Director  of  Communications  and 

his  immediate  supervisor  at  that  time  was  Mr.  Jeb  Magruder, 

Deputy  Director  of  Communications  his  job  was  to  schedule 

and  coordinate  the  work  of  the  circuit  candidates  for  the 

president  and  to  develop  budgets,  regarding  employees  of 

the  staff  and  there  [sic]  salaries  and  to  take  care  of  the 

celebraties  [sic]  at  particular  functions.  He  stated  that  in  either 

case  that  he  directly  handled  funds.   He  stated  that  during  his 

job  of  scheduling  of  at  [sic]  rallies  and  appearances  of  celebraties  [sic] 

aware  of  possible  demonstrations  and  demonstrators  that  would 

distract  the  message  of  the  President.   He  was  concerned  for  the 

safety  of  the  celebra.y  [sic]  and  other  prominent  members  of  the  either 

state  government  or  federal  government.   He  was  also  concerned 

that  the  film  coverage  would  princibly  [sic]  cover  the  demonstrators. 

Among  the  names  mentioned  by  Porter  as  potential  demonstrators 

were  Jerry  Rubin  and  Abby  [sic]  Hoffman.   He  said  he  would  need  funds 

to  obtain  intelligence  concerning  potential  appearance  of 

demonstrators  for  the  protection  for  curcuit  [sic]  candidates.   He 

discussed  this  problem  with  his  superior  Magruder  at  one  point 

when  he  was  asked  how  much  he  would  need  to  gain  such  intelligence 

he  answered  roughly  One  Hundred  Thousand  dollars.   This  figure  was 

based  on  ten  individuals  working  undercover  from  Jan  -  Nov.,  1972. 

Approximately  $1,000  per  person.   Magruder  suggested  that  a  employee 

of  the  Committee,  Mr.  Liddy  might  be  able  to  handle  the  job.   In 

a  meeting  sometime  in  the  end  of  January  72  Magruder  met  with  Porter 

and  Liddy  and  Magruder  told  Porter  that  Liddy  would  handle  the 

responsibility  of  gaining  the  intelligence.   The  arrangement  for  the 

funds  was  explained  by  Mr.  Magruder  in  the  following  way.   That 

Porter  would  advise  Mr.  Sloan  the  amount  of  money  he  needed  and  that 

he  would  obtain  this  money  from  Sloan  in  Sloan's  office  which  would 

be  in  the  form  of  cash  in  $100  dollar  [sic]  bills,  that  Liddy  would  then 

come  to  Porters  [sic]  office  and  count  the  money  and  furnish  Porter  a 

receipt.   Porter  would  learn  of  the  amount  he  needed  to  ask  for 

from  Sloan  fiom  Liddy.   Porter  stated  that  he  couldn't  understand 

why  Magruder  wanted  him  to  serve  as  a  conduit  of  the  funds  and  that 

he  distroyed  [sic]  the  receipts  which  had  been  signed  by  Liddy.   His 
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explanation  was  he  didn't  see  any  reason  to  keep  them.   What  Porter 

stated  that  each  time  he  received  the  money  he  was  alone,  it  was 

placed  in  an  envelope  and  that  on  one  occasion  he  noticed  that  the 

envelope  bore  Sloans  [sic]  name  and  address  of  1701  Pernsylvania  Ave. , 

and  it  did  not  name  the  Committee.   He  was  not  sure  whether  the 

other  envelopes  were  equally  so  identified.   Between  mid  to  late  "" 

January  1972  and  April  1,  1972  Liddy  made  about  eight  to  ten 

requests  for  money.   Usually  the  amounts  were  between  one  to 

five  thousand  dollars.   Porter  indicated  that  he  gave  Liddy 

during  this  time  roughly  $35,000  dollars  fsic] .   None  of  the  money 

furnished  to  Liddy  was  ever  returned  Liddy  to  Porter,  during 

this  time  Porter  followed  the  procedure  of  notifying  Sloan,  obtained 

the  money  from  Sloan  and  then  personally  giving  the  money  to  Liddy. 

In  every  case  the  money  consisted  of  One  Hundred  dollar  bills. 

Porter  stated  that  Liddy  furnished  three  pieces  of  information 

in  turn  for  funds  received. 

Prior  to  March  3,  1972  a  rally  in  New  Hampshire,  Liddy  stated  that 
flyers  were  being  circulated  supporting  antiTwar  demonstrations 
against  the  rally.   Liddy  estimated  that  some  two  hundred  demonstrators 
would  be  presented. 

Prior  to  March  9,  1972  rally  at  Miami  Liddy  advised 

that  there  would  be  a  right-wing  demonstration  at  the  rally  on 

behalf  of  supporters  [sic]  of  the  ASBROOK  [sic]  candidacy.   Governor  Regan  [sic] 

was  to  speak  at  this  rally.   Liddy  also  advised  Porter  that  the 

convention  were  held  in  San  Diego,  California  there  might  be 

as  many  as  two  hunderd   [sic]  fifty  thousand  demonstrators  present. 

Subsequent  to  April  1,  1972  Liddy  made  only  one  request  for 

funds.   This  was  prior  to  May  10  and  Liddy  requested  Fifty 

three  hundred  dollars  to  cover  demonstrations  scheduled  at  the 

Capitol  around  May  10.   Porter  obtained  the  funds  from  Sloan,  gav3 

it  to  Liddy,  and  Liddy  returned  two  thousands  [sic]  dollars  to  Porter. 

Porter  had  stated  that  he  had  decided  no  supervisory  role  over 

Liddy  gaining  of  intelligence  because  he  did  not  consider  it  to 

be  his  job.   He  felt  it  was  the  job  of  Magruder  because  Liddy  was 

Magruders  [sic]  employee.   Porter  stated  he  never  heard  the  name  of 

Howard  Hunt  prior  to  the  newspaper  stories.   And  that  he  was 

not  familar  with  anyone  using  the  name  of  Edward  Hamilton.   He 

also  stated  that  prior  to  employment  of  the  committee  he  had 

never  heard  of  his  name  and  knew  nothing  about  him.   This  was 

also  true  of  Mr.  McCord.   He  stated  that  he  was  unaware  of  Liddys  [sic] 

use  of  McCord  for  gathering  intelligence.   Porter  said  he  asked 

or  wanted  to  no  [sic]  the  method  Liddy  used  or  intended  to  use  to  gain 

intelligence.   This  was  because  he  felt  it  might  be  illegal  but 

because  this  was  not  his  responsiblty  [sic].   He  said  that  Liddy  never 

furnished  him  with  any  memorandum  or  vouchers  or  expenditures 

records  or  receipts  for  the  money  received. 
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Mr.  Porter  was  again  interviewed  on  March  15,  1973  by  special  agents 
Angelo  J.  Lano.   Porter  was  interviewed  in  his  new  capacity  of 
Executive  Director  of  the  Inagural  [sic]  Committee,  2nd  &  T  Sts.  S.W. 
The  purpose  of  the  interview  was  to   obtain  Porters  [sic]  knowledge  of 
a  particular  publication  "WHY  A  LIBERAL  SHOULD  VOTE  FOR  MCGOVERN" 
and  that  the  interview  was  requested  by  the  criminal  division 
of  the  Department  of  Justice.   Porter  claimed  that  he  could  not 
recall  positively  about  the  fact  that  he  recalled  conversations 
concerning  certain  unknoiim  persons  at  the  committee  to  reelect 
the  President.   Another  group  named  "Peace  and  Freedom  Party"  he 
did  not  recall  having  funded  that  party  or  any  money  used  for 
pamphlets  nor  had  he  seen  any  of  the  pamphlets  fitting  the  description 
of  the  one  mentioned.   He  acknowledged  disbursing  from  his  post  in 
the  Committee  with  the  approval  of  Mr.  Magruder  but  his  [sic]  said  his 
total  expenditures  during  the  period  of  Itime  [sic]  was  about  $52,000. 
Only  $4,400  went  to  an  individual  xrLth   regard  to  something  published. 
This  individual  was  Mr.  Phil  Joanou,  who  lequested  the  monies  to 
print  an  ad  relaying  the  support  of  the  President's  decision 
on  the  mining  of  Hyphon  [sic]  Harbor.   Magruder  approved  the  expenditure, 
and  [sic]  he  obtained  the  money  from  Mr.  Sloan. 
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16. 1     SSC  REPORT  OF  HERBERT  PORTER  FBI  302  INTERVIEW,   JULY  19.    1972 
■Jl  3--".:;  :r   ;<iiJ.  b:   >\;vj..-  .  mi.;   th;;  Z'^-' '■  ol'  Miiii-ririr,   ;''r.   Porh^jr, 


.l.ou\    ,    a;^. 


.''Ol  Pe!i;i;;ylvai>.ia  Avs.,    ■;.   W.,    Siiite  1:-L,',    To  1, -phono  333-2olp. 


Mr.    Porfcnr  wiis  intej-vi^-^.'ed  on  July  IS),    1972  by  av-^ata  Michiiil 

L.   Kanifjan  aal  '/rm.   Tnora-i:;  Hajeoki  at  thij   iatai-'yio-.;   thare  v;a3 

prsssnfc  Mr.   Ketmeth  Welle   ?ark:Lnson,   attornay  for  t\\n  Co-:rvI.ttQo. 

FjTter  st3.  te-l   that  he  "was   direcbor  oJ!'  scheduling  for  t';ie  CoKi'iittae 

to  Reeltect  the  President,     fivld  the  poisition  sin^e  May  1^   1971 

prior  to  thic  time  he  i.'orkod  s.g  a  staff  2.33i3tan!:  at  tha  '.-ihita 

House  under  Herbert  C-.   Kline,    Director  of  Comiunications  and 

his   imir.ediat'j   3up2r''/iDor  ab   that  tinie  v/as  Jlr.   Jeb  Magnider, 

Deputy  Director  of  CoEur.uiiications  his  job  was   to   Gchedulo     * 

and  coordinate   the  work  of  the  circuit  candidates  for  the  ^ 

president  and  to  develop  budgets,     regarding  ampioyees  of  ^Vj.-'^ 

the   staff  and  ther«   s alar ies_  and  to  take  care  of  the  .:;■"■'"'" 

celebraties  at  particular  "fi.moti'bnsT     He   stated  that  in  either 
case   that  he   directly  handJLed  funds.      He   stated  that  during  hi-i 
job  of  scheduling  of  at  rallies  and  ax-'i-earances  of  celebraties 
aware  of  possible  demonstratio.ns  and  demonstrators   that  would 

r  distract  the  message  of  the  President.     He  vas  concerned  for  tha 
safety  of  the  celebraty  and  other  proninent  nembars  of  the  either 
state  goverp.tient  or  federal  government.     He  was  also  concerned 
that  the  film  coverage  would  princibly  cover  the  demonstrators. 
Among  the  names  mentioned  by  Porter  as  potential  demonstrators 
vere  Jerr:y^  Rubin,  and  Abby_;iofi>jiaj3-.     He   said  he  j.-rauld  need  funds 
to  obtain  intelligence  concerning  potential  appearance  of 
^      •  demonstrators  for  ths  p r 6 1 e c"fio n jjo r_\;i.Lr£urt ~c a hdlda te's^     Ke 

discussed  this  'problem  vith  his   superior  j4agruder  at  one  point 
Tv'hen  he  was  asked  ho'.f  much  he  would  need  to  gain  such  intelligence 
he  answered  roughly  One  Hundred  Thousand  dollars.     This  figure  was 
based  on  ten  individuals"',ixJriring  undercover  frca  Jan__i^?Tov. ,   1972 
.Approximately  $1,000  per  person.     Magruder  suggested  that  a  employee 
of  the  Coniiittee,  Mr.  J!;iddyjnight  be  able   to  hanille  the  job.     In 
a  meeting  sometime  in  the  end  of  January  72  Magruder  met  vrith  Fortar 
cind  Liddy  and  Kagri.ider  told  Porter  .tr.at  Iiddy_woiLld  handle  the 
responsiblity  of  gaining  thej-rj^elligo-"!??-     The- arrangement  for  the 
funds  was  explained  by  Mr.  Magru.dex-  in   she   follovring  way.     That 
Porter  would  advise  I'sc.   Sloan  the  a;:iouiit  of  money  he  needed  and  that 
he  would  obtain  this  money  from  Sloau  in  Sloan's  office  which  would 
be   in  the   form  of  cash  in  $100  dollar  bills,    that  Liddy  woLild  then 
coma   to^  Porbers  office  and  count  the  ■;T.O'^.p}f  and  furnish  Porter  a 
receiph^    Porter  would  learn  of  the   amount  he  needed  to  ask  for^ 
fram^Hio;--'-  from  Lidiy.      P^jrter   scatjd  that  ha  couldn't  understand 
v;hy  tiafrr:! ::  ;i-  v;:Juted  hinn.  to  sjrvo   2C   a  cn_:luit  o:'  t'-u   fundj   and  that 
hs   rtistroy^d   che   rece-a'.:;   vrhich  h'lj    :■:;.■   oi•^e•J.  by  LlJj;,'.      Wlz 
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'•j.'.pZ.'.ui'.'.^lou  v/'i^;  h'J  ciidri ' '".  .yy  '-'ii,/   ;■■;   i;'j:i   oO  I'.- z;.^   tli. ;;■'..     vr.ia;  I'orl^^r 
i;^acs;l  :;h'i-  aach    i.ino  h2  roOvilvoJ.  t'' j  !;iori2y  ho  -v/a.-;  r^i'jn'j,    ili  v^is 
■obAC'ju  j.ri  an  ouy-:^'joe    ^:id  t^iiv  en  o^:   ■  ■'■jCii-iori  ■:■;  y'jy.\.^-}.   rha':   tUj 
:;n7-^lope  bori  Sloans  iid:;;-::  yn-J  i-ddi-oja  oi'  Tj'Ol  ?^-/i:,viv;ini.a  /V;-;., 
and  ic  ^lid  xioh  na:ris   tiia  Coi~:'ii  tt''^:;.      i!i:   .^-;:;   noh  rn'rs  vdi;;'.!^- ^'  t;:-;: 
other  er.V'.-.'lopiSS  v;sre  e(|.n.illy  go   .'.do"!0Li'i3d.      UTiifOin  ::Li''!    ■-'.■  \3.':s 
J-j:iuari'  r.)'/'2  and  April  1;,   l'/''!-'..  Jid'-ly  -.lado  abon'r,  (-/^lir,   to  tea 
i0'.|i.i.i;3t3  J'or' "iiohsyr    l/:;u'ill,y  tUe  '.i.ra.o!.i;itf;  V/.-ic-i  b'^iA'errn  one  to 
fire   thousund  dolloi'd.     Pcr'i'.ar  indicatsd   bh^.b  he  ryvr?.  Liddy 
dv.cj.ng  t'l.iu   ti5i3  rouidily  ^3155 000  dollari;.     ifont:  or  \:\\=  ia-.-ney 
l'urn.ish':;d  to  Iiiddy  was  ever   robjrned  'fid'iy  to  P'jrfcor,    d-ij:-i.-i^ 
this  tvLT-s  Portar  xollowad  ti-j  procsdu'-':;  oi'  noti-V/^i-^S  Sloan,   obi".8in.2d 
the  money  from  Sloan  and  th&n  personally  giving  the  lacney  to  Lidiy. 
In  evsry  cas:-:  ths  ic.on'^y  conjistsd  of  (ine  Him'lL'Gd  dollar  uilAs. 
Porter  stated  that  Liddy  f:Li-nl3had  three  pisces  of  inforcn fcicn 
in  turn  for  funds  received. 

Prior  to  t'arch  3,   1972  a  rally  in  Hrv  Hqnpshire,   Liddy  stated  that 
flyers  vrai-e  being  circiHated  supporting  finii-'-rar  demonstrations 
against  the  rall;^.     Liddy  estiriated  that  soaie   tvo  huncbed  denonstrators 
'..'ould  be  prest.-nted. 

}<ui:j2ii:cS!pt23?2     Prior  to  i''.-!.rch  9,    1972  rally  at  Ki-ajii   liddy  advised 
that  there  would  be  a  right-'.-ring  dea-.onstration  at  the  rally     on 
behalf  of  supportors  of  the  A33RCOK  candidacy.     Governor  P.e^an 
was  to  speak  at  this  rally.   Lidd;^'-  also  advised  Porter  that'^the 
convention  vare  held  in  San  Diego ^   California  there  might  be 
as  many  as   t'.-ra  hunderd  fifty  thousand  demonstrators  present. 
Subsequent  to  April  1,   1972   Liddy  made  only  one  request  for 
funds .     Tnis  was  prior  to  Mav^_10_and  Liddy_^-_eauesj;;3d  ?if ty 
three  hundred  dollars  to  cover  'i'^Eionstrations   schedijled  at  the 
Capitol  around  May  10.     Porter  obtairiecT^Ehe"  "funds  from  Sloan,   gave 
it  to  Liddy,   and  Liddy  returned  two  thousands  dollars   to  Porter, 
Poi-ter  had  stated  that  he  had  decided  no  supervisory  role  over 
Liddy  gaining  of  intelligence  because  he  did  not  consider  it  to 
be  his  job.     Ha  felt  it  was  the  job  of  Magruder  because  Liddy  iras 
J'lagr^iders  employee.     Porter  stated  ha  never  heard  the  name  of 
Ilov.'ard  Hunt  prior  to  the  newspaper  stories.     A-nd  that  he  \."as 
not  f-:'.milar  v/ith  anyone  using   the  name  of  Edward  Hamilton.     He 
also  stated  that  prior  to  employment  of  the  committee  he  had 
never  heard  of  his  name  and  knevr  nothing  about  him.     'iliis  i/as 
also  ti-ae  of  Mr.  McCord.     He  stated  that  he  was  uravare  of  liddys 
use  of  McCord  for  gathering  ih^'elligerioi.     Porter  said  he  aslcad 
or  wanted  to  no  the  m.ethod  lidciy  used  or  intended  to  use   to  gain 
intelligence.     Tnis  was'beoaiise  ho  felt  it  might  be  illegal  but 
0  .cause  th.is  wa^i  not  his  re:ipon3ibl';y.     He  said   that  li.ildy  never 
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:u-.    Poi-hir  v,-j.:;  again  i.:,';.;£-vic;;/ed  on  :iar-:h  15,    l-/,' ;  b'^  -r)-.,.ioT_  o-^.^f. 
<c:-GlQ  J.      .^^no.      Porter  v;-::  Inb-vi-r-i   Ln  hia  r^v^  o^o^c'-v  oi"''  '" 
n..:acubiy3  Lili-ctor  of  th-  Ir^.-jui-a.!  Corjnittae,   2aa  2:  T  St^  '  3  '■- 
•lIis  piii-pioe  c:r  the  intji^-iev,"  i/as   to  o^haLn  Porfccrj  '.-^.o"i^'i-=  *o_|- 
:i  particulJx  publication  "Wnf  A  LI2i;;t-L  TJIiOULD  VOi^Ii;""^0^  yC'^OVE"!''' 
ond  that  the  intex-vicv  vra^  i-equs:;tGd  b/  the  c-irui--l'clV^"'-^o- 
of  the  Ceparbnenb  of  Justic..     Port«r  caaijncd  that  he  Md  not 
recall  poc;irivaly  about  the  fact  that  rie   recallsd  con.varc.?.tia-^3 
concerning  certrain  uji.Iariown  parsons  ab  the  ccirsiittee   to  rpel--cV 
"he  Presi-Loab.     Anothar  groim  n?nad  "T^^ace  and  F^-=^.--:-:a  Fartv''  fa- 
did  not  recadl  horriis  f:-al9d  that  party  or  any  money  uu-d  fo- 
Pivu-;ph7ct3  nor  had  ha  seen  any  of  the  v?:nT)hlsb3  fitfcir<^  th.=  d-oer-i^Dti-i 
of  the  one  rientio-d.  Tie  aclorxowleJ-ed  dicbvirsirg  sToa  hie  T>ost  in^      ""■ 
tne  Comrii-cuae  '.nlth  the  appro'/al  of  Mr.  Magruaer  but  his  said  '^is 
total  e::pendii-ures   dui-ing  tVe  period  of  Itims  was  about  $52,000 
Cnly  jh,hOO  -..-ant  to  an  individual  iviih  re-ard  to  something  published 
±his  individual  vas  Mr.  Fnil  Joanou,   who  requested  the  monies   to    "      " 

:0  print  an  ad  relaying  the   support  of  -bhe   President's  daci-io-' 

on  the  mning  of  H:,-^jhon  Hazbor.     Masr-.ider  approved  the  e.^ardit-ore 

■  •  and  he  obtained  the  money  from    Ttr.   Sloan. 
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L..ITED    STATES    DISTRICT    COURT 
FOR    THE    DISTRICT    OF    COLUMBIA 


UNITED    STATES    OF    AI'lERICA 

V. 
HERBERT    L.     PORTER, 

Defendant. 


Criminal  No. 


74^-32 


Violation  of  18  U.S.C.  i  1001 
(False  Statements  to  Government 
Agency) 


INFORMATION  ■^•'  ol. 

The  United  States  of  America,  by  its  Attorney, 
the  Special  Prosecutor,  Watergate  Special  Prosecution 
Force?  charges: 

On  or  about  July  19,  1972,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  HERBERT  L.  PORTER,  the  DEFENDANT,  did  knowingly 
ar.d  willfully  make  false,  fictitious  and  fraudulent  state- 
ments and  representations  to  agents  of  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  United  States  Department  of  Justice, 
which  Department  was  then  investigating  a  matter  within 
its  jurisdiction. 

(In  violation  of  Title  18,  United  States  Code, 
Section  1001) 


Cxa<^^^;w>^*'^^^*-a^w 


LEON  JAWORSKI 
SPECIAL  PROSECUTOR 
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CRIMINAL  DOCKET 

lIllitl•^    g'tcih-c,  Distrid  O'lnir!   fnv  tijc  nbtiirt  n{  ylnlumliin 


T' 


BRYANT,    J. 


CASE  CLOSED 


UNITED    STATES 


HERBERT  L.    PORTER 


PDIO  - 


; [■  CHARGE 

II- Charle.sJ3  ,_Murr  ay  .j[Re  t ,  \ 
J=Q25_15th__St^N!i:r  #900 


--, _Pr QS  ecu  t  or ,  U&_  Dept 


of  Justice,   Ben-Veniste/VoinejjoNE 


d 


18  use   1001 


(False  Statements  to 


Government  Agency) 


,      DATE    FILED 

! 1-28-74 


=t 


f- 


^^^-_y/c  onfi  i  t  ion  s 
32A51  Mediterranean 


Drive,    La gun a, 


Niguel,   California 


PROCEEDINGS 


3«mi^W  jiLE^iNFORMATION  FILED 


APPF^MNCE_of_Cl3arlesJ_._Miirxax.^Es_q.,_3_Xile^ 


(1  Count) 


jLJ'JAIVER^pf  Ir^i^tmentj.  JNTORtwrro^  Open  Court; 

Cour^ directs  that  case  be  randomly  assigned. 


SIRICAjC.J.   Rep-Jack  Maher    Charles  B.Murray, At ty 


JjRDER  directing_that_case  be  randomly  assigned  to  a  Judge 


1 — ot-bet  than.  Judge_Richey ._IN}_,SJRICA,  _C J_. 


^Case_subsequently  assigned  randomly  to  Judge  Bryant . ) 


ARRAIGNED:  PLEA  OF  GUILTY  entered  to  Information  (18  USC  1001); ^ 

Ref err ed; _Oral  Motion  of  defendant  for  release  on  Personal  Recognizance 
£gQ-4iaS_gentence  heard  j)nd_grantedjJlral_mot ion  of  Special  Prosecutor 
-that  Prgbation^Rpport  be  made  available,  prior  to  sentencing  heard  and 

granted;  personal  recognizance. 

J 


BRYANT . 


Rep-Phyllis  Harper     Charles  R.  Murray.  Atty 


ORDER,  tor^ejeas  e_of_d_efen^nL  m.  Per  s  onal^ecoiUiiza!^^^ 
BRYANT,  J. Defendant  released  from  Court  Room. 
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CRIMINAL  DOCKET 
lliiitfh    S^tiiti's   tlistvirt  (Cmui  fnr  tlir  ilistvict  nf  (Liilinuliiii 


United 

States  DS.   HERBERT  L.  PORTER  cr.  No.   ..  /'l".    Oil Supplemental  Page  No.  1 

n.TK 

Phocfewncs                                               II 

1974An 

r  11  SENTENCE:  Not  less  than  Five  (5)  Months  nor  more  than  Fifteen  (15)  Months! 

SERVE  30  davs ;  balance  of  sentence  suspended;  Unsupervised  Probation 

One  (1)  Year;  Defendant  directed  to  report  to  U.S .Marshal 's  Office, 

312  North  Spring  Street,  T.os  Angeles,  California  no  later  than  10  A.M. 

1   CLos  AnReles  time),  Monday,  April  22,  1974.   Court  recommends  commitment 

to  Federal  CorrectioLial  Institution  at  Lompoc ,  California;   Defendant 

permitted  to  remain  on  Personal  Recognizance  until  he  reports  to  U.S.     | 

Marshal  in  Los  Angeles,  California  April  22,  19V4 iporsonal  recognizance. 

JUDGMENT  &  COMMITMENT 

BRYANT. J     Rep-Joan  Blair        Charles  B.Murray ,Atty 



1 

1                                                                    1 

'                                                                     1 
1                                                                     1 

i                                                                     i 

i                                                                     1 

1 
1 

' 

(244) 


17.     On  July  20,  1972  Magruder  falsely  stated  to  FBI  agents  that  he 
had  authorized  Sloan  to  permit  Liddy  to  spend  up  to  $250,000  to  gather 
intelligence  information  for  use  in  attempting  to  prevent  disruption  at 
the  convention  and  at  speeches  by  surrogate  celebrities  and  political 
figures.  Magruder  has  testified  that  he  had  volunteered  at  one  point 
"to  take  the  heat"  but  that  the  decision  was  that  if  it  got  to  him  it 
would  go  higher. 

Page 

17.1  Jeb  Magruder  testimony,  2  SSC  802-03 246 

17.2  Jeb  Magruder,  SSC  report  of  FBI  302  interviews, 
July  20,  1972  and  March  14,  1973  (received 

from  SSC) 248 
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802 


Mv.  Dash.  What  was  that  story,  Mr.  Magruder.  that  you  finally 
came  up  with? 

Mr.  Magrudek.  A^Hiat  we  did  was  we  simply  took  factual  activity 
that  we  had  asked  Mr.  Liddy  to  do  and  we  exa<z:.rcratcd  to  a  crrcat 
extent  the  amount  of  money  spent  on  those  activities  to  the  tune  of  the 
$230,000. 

I  asked  Mr.  Porter  to,  would  he  be  willinp  to  work  with  us  on  this 
coverup  story  and,  as  he  has  testified,  he  indicated  that  he  did. 

So  he  took  care  of,  in  eflect,  $100,000  and  I  took  care  of,  in  etFect, 
•Sl.'.O.OOO  by  indicatin<r  that  ^[r.  Liddy  had  lejral  projects  for  us  in  the 
intelliirence  field,  and  we  worked  over  this  story  with  Mr.  Mitchell, 
^Ir.  riean.  Mr.  I>aRue,  and  Mr.  ^Mardian,  althonjrh  Mr.  >rardian  has 
participated  to  a  much  lesser  extent  with  me  than  the  others  did.  ^ly 
primary  contacts  on  the  story  were  Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  .Mitchell. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  of  these  persons  that  you  have  named — you  finally  did 
arrive  at  the  story  and  they  knew  in  fact  what  actually  had  occurred? 

ilr.  ]^L\GRi7DER.  Yes ;  they  did. 

ifr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  why  the  story  required  that  the  break-in 
involvement  be  cutoff  at  Mr.  Liddy  and  not  at  you? 

^Ir.  ^LvGRUDER.  Well,  there  was  some  discussion  about  me  and  I 
volunteered  at  one  point  that  maybe  I  was  the  guy  who  ought  to  take 
the  heat,  because  it  was  going  to  get  to  me,  and  we  knew  that.  And 
I  think  it  was,  there  were  some  takers  on  that,  but  basically,  the 
decision  was  that  because  T  was  in  a  position  where  they  knew  that 
T  had  no  authority  to  either  authorize  funds  or  make  policy  in  that 
committee,  that  if  it  got  to  me,  it  would  go  higher.  T\'Tiereas  Mr.  Liddy, 
because  of  his  past  background,  it  was  felt  that  that  would  be  believ- 
able that  iMr.  Liddy  was  truly  the  one  who  did  originate  it.  i^d,  of 
course,  it  was  tme,  I  think,  that  Mr.  Liddy  did  originate  the  plan, 
was  basically  the  one  who  did  come  up  with  these  ideas  in  specific 
terms. 

We  felt  that  was  more  believable  than  somebody  like  myself  who 
did  not  have  any  background  in  this  area  authorizing  these  kinds  of 
sums  of  money  "and  authorizing  this  type  of  pro£rram  when  it  was 
kno^-n  full  well  throughout  the  committee  and  Wliite  House  that  I 
had  no  such  authority. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  tell  this  story  that  was  developed  to 
Mr.  Parkinson  and  ilr.  O'Brien,  who  were  representing  the 
committee? 

Mr.  Maortjdf.r.  After  July  4,  ^Ir.  ^lardian  brought  ifr.  Parkinson 
into  my  office  and  said  to  me  that  he  would  like  me  to  tell  the  true 
story,  i  said,  "You  mean  the  true  story" — which — you  know,  at  that 
time,  we  were  dealing  in  a  number  of  stories,  and  he  s;vid,  ''No;  T  want 
the  true  story." 

I  then  for  2  hours,  I  think,  told  Mr.  Parkinson  the  tnie  storv. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  later,  you  then  told  Mr.  O'Brien  and  ^Mr.  Parkin- 
son the  stoiy  that  had  been  developed  and  agreed  to  by  the  other 
()arties  you  mentioned? 

Mr.  Ma(;ro>er.  Yes:  that  is  correct. 

^[r.  Dasit.  T\1ipn  were  you  first  called  before  the  grand  jury,  Mr. 
.Nfajirnider? 


(246) 


17.1     JEB  MAGRUDER  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  14,    1972,    2  SSC  802-02 

803 

Mr.  Magruder.  My  first  -rand  jury  appearance  was  July  5,  it  was 
just  ail  organizational  appearance,  in  effect,  who  was  who  in  the 
coininittee. 

The  second  appearance  was  on  Aug^ist  16,  which  was 

r^    7    ■  Pif"-  ^'^^o'"  that  appearance,  were  you  intei-viewed  by  the 
I'ederal  Bureau  of  Investigation? 

-Air.  Magkuder.  Yes:  immediately  after  my  grand  jury  appearance, 
I  was  interviewed  by  the  Federal  Bureau,  or  soon  thereafter. 

Jli.  Uash.  At  the  time  you  were  interviewed  by  the  FBI,  had  the 
story  been  developed? 

Mn  :\Iagruder.  We  still  had  not  come  up  with  the  money  amount 
but  other  than  that,  we  basically  had  developed  the  guidelines  to  the 

tai^^fon-^to'^irs  r"  '"^"-^'^^"^^  ^>-  '""^  ^^i'  ^^^  >•«»  t^"  ti- 

^Ir.  Magruder.  Yes ;  I  did. 

wh  ^'^'^  ^"^*"'  ^°"  ^-^  -^  °"  ^^^^  "^^*^  brought  before  the  grand  jury 

Mr.  Magruder.  In  August,  August  18. 

,,,-Jfc  ?h"-.^?'^'1  ■''"■\  testified  to  the  grand  jurj-  that  time,  did  you 
teatity  to  the  false  story  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes ;'  I  did. 

Mr  Dash.  What  role  did  Mr.  Dean  play  in  preparing  you  for  vour 
second  grana  jury  appearance?  "  xv>i  juui 

Mr.  Magruder:  On  the  day  before  the  grand  jury  appearance,  I  was 
aware  that  I  was  a  target  of  the  grand  juiy  at  that  time.  So.  I  was 
briefed  by  our  lawyers  and  Mr.  :^Iardian.  Also.  I  was  interrogated  for 
approximately  2  hours  by  Mr.  Dean  and  approximately  V,  hour  in  a 
general  way  by  ilr.  Mitchell.  '    ^^ 

^J^'a  i^"'^"'/^?^''/  ''■I^"'  ^"'?"  appeared  before  the  grand  jury  for  the 
second  time,  did  Mr.  Dean  give  you  any  report?         »  J     -^ 

no?  be  tndtc'Sd''''"  ^''^'  ^^^  ^^'  ""^^^  ^^''"  "^^^^  indicated  that  I  would 
Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  tell  you  how  he  knew  that? 
Mr.  Magruder.  No  ;  he  did  not. 
Mr.  Dash.  By  the  way,  were  you  not  aware  of  ilr.  Dean's  participa- 

\\n?;V/w  ^'^'"^  '^i'-'J'  ^''''^  ^'""'l  "°^-  ^'^^t  Mr.  Dean  worked  in  the 
White  House  and  did  report  to  Mr.  Ehrlichmau  and  Mr.  Haldeman' 

Air.  jMagruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr  DASfi.  .Ind  I  think  you  youi-self,  when  you  testified  before  us  in 
executive  session,  indicated  that  you  were  familiar  with  the  role^  that 
you  played  at  that  time  and  that  Dean  played  ? 

yiv.  Magruder.  Yes ;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  your  undei-standing,  therefore,  when  Mr  Dean 

"rani  il^vf  wf 'r^"y  "'■";,  '"^  'T  '^P^^—  ^-Vore  the  ^elind 
grand  jui.v/  AA  as  he  doing  this  on  his  own.  or  was  he  doin<-  it  as  a 
representative  tor  other  pei^ons  in  the  White  House ' 

Mr.  M.vgruder.  Well,  again,  it  is  an  assumjjtion  on  my  part.  I  think 
I  should  be  very  careful.  He  was  in  a  staff  role  and  did  epo  t  to  he 
gent  eman  you  mentioned.  Consequently,  you  would  assume  and  I  d  d 
not  know  and  at  no  time  did  I  know,  that  he  was  directly  reportinc. 
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JEB  MAGRUDER 


Excerpts  from  FBI  interviews  relevant  to  campaign  espionage  and 
sabotage.  ^ 


Date  of  interview::  7/20/72  / 


Magruder  was , interviewed  by  special  agents  Michael  L.  Hanigan, 
William  T.  Hajeski  and  Paul  P.  Magallanes.   Kenneth  Parkinson 
represented  Magruder.   Material  in  quotations  is  directly  from 
interview;  other  material  is  paraphrased. 

"Magruder  has  on  only  one  occasion  made  a  cash  disbursement 
since  his  employment  by  the  CR^„  ^IJJjis  disbursement  was  in  the 
amount  of  $20,000  and  went  to  R>#gr-Coli.UTini,s1-  Victor.  Lasky.   La  sky 
had  requested  the  fiinds  in  cash  for  certain  political  work  which 
he  had  prepared  for  the  white  House,  hul-  which,  the  t'Onite  House 
had  rie-c^P'^   nnt  j-n   h^ve  pnhlJ.slpiQd  .   Payment  was  directed  by  the 
White  House  and  personally  made  by  Magruder  in  late  February  or 
early  March,  1972.   The  funds  for  this  cash  disbursement  were 
obtained  from  Hugh  W.  Sloan,  Jr.,  Treasurer   FCTRP." 


"In  late  January  or  early  February,  Magruder  assigned  Liddy 
the  responsibility  of  gathering  intelligence  concerning  two 
specif ic  :problems  which  the  CRP  could  foresee.   The  first  of 
these  problems  concerned  the  appearance  of  surrogate  candidates 
or  celebrities  at  various  rallies  and  other  public  appearances, 
throughout  the  nation.  Specifically,  the  CRP  felt  that  it  was 
responsible  for  insuring  that  the  surrogate  candidates  and 
celebrities  were  not  harrassed,  and  were  least  aware  when 
demonstrators  or  dissidents  were  likely  to  be  present  at  such 
rallies  and/or  attempt  to  disrupt  them.   The  other  security 
problem  which  concerned  the  CRP  was  possible  disruption  at  the 
convention  site  itself." 

"Herbert  Lloyd  Porter,  Director  of  Scheduling,  CRP,  had 
previously  conversed  with  Magruder  concerning  the  security  pro- 
blem connected  with  surrogate  candidates  and  celebrity  appearances. 
Porter  had  advised  Magruder  that  he  (Porter)  had  estimated  the 
cost  of  intelligence  for  the  surrogate-celebrity  appearances  to 
run  approximately  $100,000,  and  in  view  of  the  concern  Magruder 
had  re  disruption  at  the  convention  site  itself,  Magruder 
authorized  Hugh  W.  Sloan,  Jr.  to  permit  George  Gordon  Liddy  to 
expand  up  to  $250,000  to  gather  intelligence  re  both  concerns." 
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"^lagruder  recalled  that  he  did  hold  a  meeting  in  his  office 
• -:  mid  or  late  January,  1972,  with  Herbert  Lloyd  Porter  and 
^eor-'-e  Gordon  Liddy.   At  this  meeting,  he  advised  Porter  that 
"ieorqe  Gordon  Liddy  would  gather  intelligence  re  the  surrogate- 
celebrity  appearances.   He  further  explained  that  Liddy  would 
oeriodically  come  to  Porter,  request  the  funds  needed  and  that 
Porter  was  to  then  notify  Hugh  W.  Sloan,  Jr.,  Treasurer,  FCTRP, 
who  would  furnish  the  funds  in  cash  to  Porter  and  Porter  would 
then  give  the  funds  to  Liddy.   iMagruder  advised  that  he  under- 
stood that  Porter  had  given  Liddy  roughly  $35,000  for  this 
purpose." 

"Results  regarding  this  surrogate-celebrity  intelligence 
efforts  were  furnished  to  Herbert  Lloyd  Porter.  With  regard  to 
the  convention  site  of  intelligence  problem,  Liddy  advised 
Magruder  that  if  the  convention  were  held  in  San  Diego,  California, 
there  might  be  as  many  as  250,000  demonstrators.   And  further, 
that  the  physical  location  of  the  convention  hall  in  San  Diego 
would  allow  the  demonstrators  to  easily  disrupt  the  convention." 

Magruder  couldft't  remember  when  he  first  broached  the  subject 
of  intelligence  gathering  to  Liddy.   CRP  was  concerned  about 
some  bombings  that  had  occurred,  they  knew  that  demonstrators 
had  opened  a  San  Diego  office,  and  they  read  underground  and 
radical  articles  about  disrupting  the  convention,   Magruder  said 
he  never  mentioned  or  suggested  to  Liddy  any  suspicion  or  any 
thought  that  officials  of  the  Democratic  party  or  Democratic 
cai  didates  would  encourage  or  finance  or  direct  demonstrations 
at  the  convention  site  or  at  any  public  appearances  by  surrogate 
candidates.   Magruder  specifically  advised  Liddy  to  conduct  his 
intelligence  gathering  lawfully. 

Magruder  indicated  that  most  cash;  expenditures  were  made  by 
Porter.   As  an  example,  "Magruder  nade  reference  to  the  pamphlet 
which  the  CRP  had  published  entitled  'Why  Liberals   Should  Vote 
for  Muskie. '  Apparently  this  publication  contained  references 
unfavorable  to  George  McGovern.   The  pamphlet  was  published 
during  the  New  Hampshire  primaries  and  surreptitiously  delivered 
to  Muskie  headquarters  in  New  Hampshire.   Thereafter,  a  phone 
call  was  made  to  the  McGovern  headquarters  in  New  Hampshire  and 
the  caller  suggested  the  McGovern  people  should  see  what  the 
Muskie  people  were  preparing  to  distribute.   The  purpose  of  this 
publication  was  to  create  friction  between  the  Muskie  people  and 
the  McGovern  people."   Magruder  indicated  that  this  undertaking 
cost  approximately  $30,000.   He  denied  that  ay  money  was  used  to 
finance  demonstrations  at  the  appearances  of  any  democractic 
candidates.   He  said  that  the  Mew  Kamoshire  mailinc  was  the  onlv 
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harrassment  effort. 

"Magruder  explained  that  the  $250,000  authorization  which 
he  had  made  for  intelligence  gathering  was  justified  since  the 
Committee  to  Re-elect  the  President  was  an  independent,  private 
group,  which  did  not  have  access  to  government  intelligence 
reports.   And  though  he  could  not  account  for  how  George  Gordon 
Liddy  had  spent  any  of  the  funds,  the  information  which  Liddy 
had  furnished  regarding  this  San  Diego  convention  site  was 
(in  his  opinion)  sufficient  to  justify  the  expenditure.   He 
stated  tla  t  this  information  had  been  the  primary  basis  for 
which  the  convention  site  had  been  changed  from  San  Diego, California 
to  Miami  Beach,  Florida." 


Date  of  interview;  3/14/73 

Magruder  was  interviewed  special  agent  Angelo  J.  Lano. 
Magruder  emphasized  that  he  did  not  control  overall  disbursements 
for  the  Committee,  but  only  for  those  activities  he  personally 
directed.   The  authorization  for  the  disbursement  to  Victor 
Lasky  came  from  the  White  House.   Sloan  and  LaRue  were  present 
when  Magruder  gave  the  money  to  Lasky. 


In  addition  to  Sloan's  cash  fund,  Magruder  had  a  cash  fund 
(obtained  from  Sloan),  which  Magruder  kept  in  Porter's  safe. 
From  his  cash  fund  Magruder  authorized  Porter  to  pay  $300.00 
to  a  group  known  as  "Peace^Treedom, "  which  published  a  pamphlet 
entitled  "Why  Liberals  Should  Vote  for  McGovern."   Magruder 
indicated  that  the  $30,000  in  cash  be  expended  covered  the 
entire  campaign,  not  just  "a  short  time  span  as  previously  in- 
ferred."  This  is  an  apparent,  although  confusing,  reference  to 
i/\  Magruder 's  statement  in  his  7/20/72  interview  that  $30,000  was 
i      spent  on  the  New  Hampshire  mailing.   The  3/14/73  interview  did 
V   not  follow  up  on  other  projects  covered  by  the  $30,000. 

In  early  December  1971,  Dean  and  Magruder  discussed  hiring 
Liddy  as  counsel  for  CRP.   Magruder  may  have  mentioned  to  Dean 
the  need  to  gather  intelligence  about  potentially  disruptive 
groups.   To  Magruder  intelligence  meant  "information  as  to  who, 
what,  when  and  where  people  may  plan  or  in  fact  attempt  to  engage 
in  any  type  of  disruption,"   On  December  29,  1971,  Magruder, 
Porter  and  Liddy  met  in  Magruder's  office,   "At  this  time, 
Magruder  brought  up  the  subject  of  'intelligence  gathering'  and 
explained  to  Liddy  what  he  wanted.   Liddy  said  he  could  handle 
it.   Porter  was  then  given  the  assignment  of  determining  how 
much  money  and  manpower  would  be  needed.   Porter  arrived  at  a 
figure  of  $100,000.   However,  in  view  of  the  possibility  of 
disruption  at  the  convention  site,  Magruder  authorized  the 
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axpenditure  $250,000  to  Liddy.   Ke  recallad  during  this  discussion' 
that  Liddy  told  him,  'in  this  type  of  work,  you  don't  have  to  know 
the  identity  of  the  personnel.'  (Magruder  took  that  to  mean  that 
Liddy  would  be  hiring  people  and  their  identities  would  be  unkno'^/n 
to  Magruder  and  the  Committee.)" 
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18.     On  July  19,  1972  Herbert  Kalmbach  met  with  Dean  and  LaRue  in 
Dean's  EOB  office.  At  that  meeting,  LaRue,  in  Dean's  presence,  delivered 
cash  to  Kalmbach  for  use  in  meeting  the  commitments  to  the  Watergate 
defendants.  That  evening  Kalmbach  delivered  this  cash  to  Ulasewicz  in 
a  hotel  room  in  New  York  City.  The  amount  of  this  cash  "s  uncertain, 
being  reported  as  $20,000  by  LaRue  and  as  $40,000  by  Kalmbach.  On  or 
about  July  20,  1972  Kalmbach  was  asked  by  either  Dean  or  LaRue  to 
raise  from  outside  contributors  additional  funds  for  the  Watergate 
defendants.  On  July  27,  1972  Kalmbach  received  another  $30,000  from 
LaRue  In  LaRue 's  CRP  office.  These  payments  to  Kalmbach  were  made  by 
LaRue  out  of  $81,000  In  cash  he  had  received  from  Stans  and  Sloan 
early  in  July,  when  Stans  decided  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  retain 
such  a  cash  sum  in  FCRP  custody. 
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The  treasurer,  not  being  sure,  discussed  it  with  the  general  counsel 
for  the  committee  and  the  general  counsel  s<iggested  that  he  take  the 
check  and  convert  it  into  cash.  The  treasurer  gave  him  the  check. 

Now,  again,  I  can  report  what  the  treasurer  has  said,  that  he  did 
not  get  the  proceeds  of  the  check  back  imtil  some  time  in  May.  He 
received  them  in  full  and  they  were  deposited  in  a  bank  account  on 
May  25. 

Now,  as  to  those  two  transactions  and  several  others  in  a  similar 
category,  we  treated  that  as  cash  on  hand  on  April  7  and  reported  it 
in  the  report  of  the  media  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President,  in 
the  amount  of  $350,000,  and  that  e.xact  amount  of  8350,000  was  de- 
posited in  that  committee's  bank  accoimt  on  May  25.  We  felt  that  we 
had  complied  with  every  requirement  of  the  law  as  to  the  handling 
and  reporting  of  that  money;  we  had  accounted  for  it  fully. 

The  General  Accounting  Office  subsequently  cited  our  committee 
for  a  possible  violation  of  the  law  in  failing  to  report  the  325,000.  But 
the  Department  of  Justice,  in  a  letter  some  months  later,  concluded 
that  there  was  no  violation  of  the  law  in  the  handling  of  that  trans- 
action. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Mr.  Stans,  when  was  the  first  time  that  you  learned 
that  these  checks  had  cleared  through  a  bank  account  of  Bernard 
Barker? 

Mr.  Staxs.  It  was  well  after  the  Watergate  event  of  June  17. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Now,  shortly  after  that,  did  you  have  any  discus- 
sions with  Mr.  John  Mitchell  or  anyone  at  the  White  House  concerning 
any  of  these  checks  during  the  week  immediately  following? 

Mr.  Stans.  I  don't  recall  any  specific  conversation  with  John 
Mitchell,  but  I  do  recall  a  conversation  with  Fred  LaRue  and  subse- 
quently with  Robert  Mardian. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  What  did  you  talk  about? 

Mr.  Stans.  As  I  recall  it,  it  was  the  morning  of  the  23d  of  June, 
which  was  6  days  after  the  Watergate  affair.  I  received  a  phone  call 
from  Fred  LaRue,  saying,  "Do  you  know  Kenneth  Dahlberg?" 

And  I  said,  "I  certainly  do." 

He  said,  "Well,  his  contribution  ended  up  in  a  bank  account  of  one 
of  the  fellows  who  was  arrested." 

I  said,  "Dahlberg  didn't  make  a  contribution." 

He  said,  "Well,  it  is  his  check." 

So  he  came  down  and  we  discussed  it  and  concluded  that,  in  some 
manner  or  other,  Dahlberg's  check  must  have  reached  the  bank 
account  of  Bernard  Barker. 

We  called  Dahlberg  and  discussed  it  with  him,  got  him  to  Wash- 
ington on  that  same  day,  met  with  him,  and  he  met  with  LaRue  and 
I  think  with  Mardian,  and  got  all  the  facts  of  the  transaction  in  hand. 
It  was  clear  that  neither  Dahlberg  nor  I  nor  Hugh  Sloan  had  anything 
to  do  with  the  checks,  that  check  or  the  Mexican  checks,  entering  the 
Barker  bank  account.  They  could  only  have  gotten  there  through  the 
hands  of  our  general  counsel,  Gordon  Liddy,  who  had  taken  them  into 
his  custody. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Mr.  Stans,  I  am  going  to  skip  along,  I  don't  want 
to  encroach  on  the  committee.  At  one  time  did  vou  approve  or  consent 
to  giving  Mr.  Fred  LaRue  580,000? 

Mr.  Stans.  Yes,  I  did.  Would  vou  like  to  know  the  background  of 
that? 
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Mr.  Edmisten.  Yes.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  Stan.s.  The  same  day  of  June  2:;,  Mr.  -Sloan  had  balanced  oiii 
his  cash  account,  something  which  I  had  asked  him  to  do  as  early  as 
April  10  but  which  he  couldn't  do  beoa>ise  he  was  waiting  for  tlie 
return  of  the  proceeds  of  the  \^arious  checks  we  were  discussing.  He 
showed  a  bahmce  of  $81,000  of  cash  on  hand  and  expressed  some 
concern  about  it  because  he  was  going  on  vacation  and  under  the 
tense  situation  that  was  building  up  he  didn't  want  to  hold  the  cash 
in  his  custody.  We  discussed  it  and  concluded  that  the  funds  were  of  a 
nature  which  did  not  classify  them  as  funds  of  the  current  committees, 
that  they  were  more  properly  funds  of  earlier  committees,  that  they 
were  not  part  of  what  we  had  to  account  for  in  an  audit  by  the  General 
Accounting  OfRce,  and  that  we  should  ^et  legal  advice. 

At  that  time  it  was  understood  withm  the  committee  that  Robert 
Mardian  had  been  brought  to  Washington  to  work  on  legal  matters 
that  were  current  at  the  time,  and  I  went  to  him  for  advice.  His  ad\'ice, 
after  he  learned  the  description  of  the  money,  was  to  get  the  money 
out  of  the  oiBce  and  out  of  the  campaign  and  he  suggested  that  I  give 
it  to  Fred  LaRue.  Fred  LaRue  was  the  right-hand  man  of  John 
Mitchell,  assistant  to  Mitchell  as  campaign  director.  On  that  ad\'ice 
I  gave  the  money,  my  half  of  the  money  to  LaRue  and  Sloan  later 
gave  his  half  of  the  money  to  LaRue.  I  neglected  to  say  that  when 
Sloan  e.xpressed  concern  about  having  that  much  money  in  his  custody, 
I  agreed  to  divide  it  with  him  so  that  there  would  only  be  about 
$40,000  in  each  parcel,  and  I  took  one  and  put  it  in  my  desk  and  he 
took  one  parcel  and  took  it  home.  I  gave  mine  to  LaRue  rather 
promptly,  at  the  first  opportunity.  Sloan  went  on  vacation  to  Bermuda 
for  about  10  days,  and  gave  his  money  to  LaRue  upon  his  return. 

Now,  there  is  some  uncertainty  as  to  whether  that  nionej'  passed 
through  Mardian's  hands  in  each  case.  I  can't  recall  whether  I  gave 
the  $40,000  that  I  had  directly  to  LaRue  or  gave  it  to  Mardian  to 
give  to  LaRue.  Sloan  did  givehis  $40,000  to  Mardian  and  Mardian 
gave  it  to  LaRue. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Do  you  know  what  happened  to  that  money  in 
the  end? 

Mr.  Stans.  I  do  not  know  specifically  what  happened  to  that 
money.  Subsequently  I  received  some  funds  for  several  purposes  from 
Fred  LaRue.  Whether  it  was  part  of  the  same  money  jr  other  money, 
I  have  no  waj'  of  knowing,  and  only  he  could  tell. 

Mr.  Edmisten.  Now,  Mr.  Stans,  in  late  June  or  early  July  did  you 
receive  a  call  from  Mr.  Herbert  Kalmbach  requesting  money  from 
you? 

Mr.  Sta.vs.  On  the  29th  of  June  I  received  an  urgent  call  from  ^[r. 
Kalmbach.  He  said  he  was  in  Washington  at  the  Statler-Hilton  Hotel, 
that  it  was  extremely  vital  that  he  see  me  right  away,  and  he  wanted 
me  to  come  over  there,  and  I  did.  I  dropped  everything  and  went  oyer 
there  to  see  him.  He  said,  "I  am  here  on  a  special  mission  on  a  ^Ylute 
House  project  and  I  need  all  the  cash  I  can  get." 

I  said,  "I  don't  have  any  cash  to  give  to  you.  Will  you  take  a  check?" 

He  said,  "No,  I  can't  take  a  check,  it  must  be  in  cash,  and  this  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  campaign.  But  I  am  asking  for  it  on  high 
authority." 

Mr.  Edmisten.  What  high  authority  did  he  say? 
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Mr.  Dash.  Was  that  on  June  25? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  When  did  you  return? 

Mr.  Sloan.  It  would  be  on  July  3. 
I     Mr.  Dash.  On  or  about  July  4,  did  there  come  a  time  when  you  did 
something  with   the  $40,000  that  you  had   taken  home  with  you? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir.  I  was  at  home  and  got  a  call  from  Fred  LaRvie, 
who  indicated  to  me  that  he  was  aware  that  I  had  this  cash  in  my 
possession  and  would  I  bring  it  in  to  him,  which  I  did,  and  returned 
home. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  learn  from  Mr.  Stans  whether  he  did  likewise? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir.  I  believe — I  am  not  sure  what  his  travel 
schedule  was,  but  I  believe  the  first  opportunitv,  probably  the  next 
day,  I  indicated  to  Mr.  Stans  that  I  had  had  this  call.  I  assumed  Mr. 
LaRue  must  have  talked  to  Mr.  Stans  to  know  that  I  had  it.  I  asked 

I  Mr.  Stans  was  this  in  fact  what  he  wanted  me  to  do  mth  it?  He  said: 
"Yes,  that  is  precisely  right,  that  is  what  I  did  with  mine." 

Mr.  Dash.  On  the  next  day,  July  5,  did  Mr.  Magruder  get  in  touch 
Nvith  you  again? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  briefly  what  he  wanted  to  talk  to  you 
about  and  the  circumstances  of  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Sloan.  If  I  can  go  back  for  a  minute  to  the  earlier  Mardian 
meeting  before  I  went  to  Bermuda,  because  it  is  pertinent  to  this 
particular  item.  I  on  that  occasion  had  indicated  to  Mr.  Mardian  that 
Mr.  Magruder  had  made  this  suggestion  to  me  that  it  might  be  neces- 
sary- to  perjure  myself,  and  I  had  indicated  to  Mr.  Mardian  at  that 
point  in  time — I  understood  Mr.  Mardian  esseniially  to  have  taken 
over  the  investigation  from  Mr.  LaRue  at  this  point.  I  said  I  just  did 
not  want  to  have  any  further  dealings  vnth  Mr.  Magruder  if  things  are 
going  to  be  done  that  way. 

By  way  of  background, .during  the  period  of  time  I  was  in  Bermuda, 
Mr.  Mitchell's  resignation  was  announced,  Mr.  Liddy's  resignation 
had  been  announced.  My  reaction  to  that  announcement,  particularl}- 
Mr.  Mitchell's,  was  that,  well,  somebody  was  taking  action  and  was 
probably  cleaning  out  the  committee  and  starting  over,  as  should  be 
done. 

I  had  a  call  from  Mr.  Magruder  during  the  day,  on  the  5th  of  July. 
He  said  he  wanted  to  get  together  with  me,  would  I  like  to  do  it  then, 
would  I  like  to  have  a  drink  with  him  after  work.  It  was  a  very  busy 
day,  since  I  had  just  gotten  back.  I  said,  well,  let's  do  it  after  work. 

We  went  to  the  Black  Horse  Tavern,  I  believe.  He  had  dirmer  and 
I  just  had  a  cocktail  because  I  was  expected  at  home. 

He  said,  you  know,  we  have  to  resolve  this  Liddy  matter.  He  said, 
what  we  should  do  is  you  and  I  should  go  down  to  see  the  U.S.  attor- 
ney, Mr.  Harold  Titus.  He  said,  I  will  tell  Mr.  Titus  that  I  authorized 
the  payments  to  Mr.  Liddy  and  you  merely  have  to  confirm  the  fact 
that  you  did  make  those  distributions  imder  my  instructions. 

Then  he  said,  but  we  have  to  agree  on  a  figure.  This  time,  the  figure 
was  even  less  than  the  time  before;  it  was  S40,000  or  $45,000. 

No  resolution  was  made  on  that  occasion. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  did  you  say  to  him? 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  was  a  little  flabbergasted,  I  guess,  and  I  just  told  him 
I  would  think  about  it  and  let  him  know  the  next  morning. 
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~Mv.  Dash.  Did  he  mention  his  nuine  ? 

3Ir.  LaRu>;.  No;  he  did  not  mention  his  name  but.  as  I  lucall.  dur- 
ing this  meetinjr  dctennined  tluit  we  would  use  a  code  name,  'Mr. 
Rivei-s,  for  this  pefson. 

.\[r.  Dash.  T  thinle you  have  since  learned  that  Mr.  Tony  Ulasewicz 
was  Mr.  Rivei-s? 

Ml.  1j\B.vy..  That  is  my  understaufUn.ir.  yes.  sir.  W'c  also  discussed 
how  we  would  or  how  Mr.  Rivers  could  establish  contact  with  the 
defendants,  and  it  was  decided  that  [jrobahly  the  best  way  would  be 
for  him  to  try  to  contact  some  of  the  attorneys  who  were  working  for 
the  defendants  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Da.-^h.  Did  you  arrange  any  kind  of  a  relationship  that  you  and 
Mr.  Kalmbach  would  have  if  you  wanted  to  call  each  other  about 
this? 

Mr.  LaRtte.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Any  kind  of  a  code  arrangement  ? 

Mr.  LaRux.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  tell  us  about  that '. 

Mv.  LaRtte.  Mr.  Kalmbach  indicated  that  this  was,  this  would  be 
necessary,  that  this  would  be  a  \ery  secret  operation,  and  that  we 
should  conduct  our  business  by  pay  telephones,  and  that  we  would  use 
the  code  name  Bradford. 

Mr.  Dash.  AYere  you  Mr.  Bradford  ? 

Mr.  LaRite.  That  really  wasn't,  I  think,  determined,  at  least  not  to 
my  knowledge  and  consequently  we  both  ended  up  with  the  code  name 
Bradford. 

Mr.  Dash.  In  other  words,  when  you  called  Mr.  Kalmbach  you  asked 
for  Mr.  Bradford  and  if  he  aslced  for  you,  he  would  call  for  Mr.  Brad- 
ford and  you  both  would  know  what  you  were  talking  about? 

Mr.  LaRce.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  learn  of  what  jn-oblems  Mr.  Rivers  was  having 
with  the  lawyers? 

^[r.  LaRxtk.  Yes;  that  subsequent,  a  subsequent  telephone  conversa- 
tion I  had  with  Mr.  Bradford — Kalmbach 

Mr.  Dash.  How  often  did  you  really  use  that  name  so  as  to  fall  into 
=the  habit  of  calling  Mr.  Kalmbach,  Bradford  ? 

l[r.  LaRcte.  He  indicated  that  >rr.  Rivers  was  having  considerable 
difficulty  establishing  a  contact  through  the  lawyers,  and  as  I  recall 
at  that  time  we  had  a  discussion  of  this  problem  and  decided  that 
^Ir.  Rivers  had  tried  to  effect  a  contact  with  Mrs.  Hunt. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  after  your  first  n\eeting  with  ^Mr.  Kalml)ach  and 
the  arrangements  were  made,  did  you  aoain  meet  with  Mr.  Kalmbach 
in  Mr.  Dean's  office  sometime  in  the  middle  of  July  19T2? 

Mr.  LaRtte.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Dean  was  present  at  that  time  ? 

^[r.  LaRtte.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  what  was  said  at  that  meeting,  what 
the  purpose  of  the  meeting  was? 

^fr.  LaRtte.  Mv  recollection  of  that  meering,  Mr.  Dash,  is  Mi\  Kalm- 
bach had  secured  from  ^fr.  Rivers  a— some  specific  amount  of  money 
that  would  be  necessary  or  would  he  required  to  meet  the  conunitmeuts, 
there  were  specific  amounts  for  attorney  fees  at  this  fi?ne  and.  as  T  re- 
call specific  amounts  of  money  that  would  be  irquired  for  mainfT>nance 
of  their  families. 
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ilr.  Dash.  Did  you  provide  any  special  instructions  concerning  how 
much  money  wastolje  j^ivcii  to  which  person? 

jMr.  LaRck.  Xo,  sir,  Mr.  Dash.  I  woukl  have  had  no  way  to  have 
any  ktiowleilge  of  tiiis,  ami  I  tliink  ^Ir.  Kalml>ach  has  testified  that  I, 
you  know,  tliat  I  furnislied  tliis  information,  I  think  Mr.  Kalmbach 
is  just  mistaken  in  tliis.  I  had  no  way  to  have  this  information.  I  have 
never  discussed,  never  talked  to  any  of  the  defendants  and  don't  know- 
any  of  thena  other  than  Liddy. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  give  Mr.  Kalmbach  any  money  at  that  meeting? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes.  sir;  as  I  recall,  I  think  at  that  meeting,  I  gave — 
as  I  lecall  I  gave  Mr.  Kalmbach  appro.\imately  $20,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Approximately  $20,000.  And  what  was  the  source  of  that 
money,  ^Ir.  LaRue  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Around  the  first  of  July,  the  period  of  July  1  through 
July  4,  5,  or  6, 1  received  $81,000  in  two  ditl'erent,  from  two  different 
sources.  I  received  appro.ximately  $41,000  from  Mr.  Sloan,  who  was 
the  treasurer  for  the  finance  committee.  I  received  approximately 
$40,000  from  Mr.  ^lardian  who  gave  me  this  money,  was  passing  this 
money  to  me  from  ilr.  Stans. 

Mr.  Dash.  Was  this  all  in  cash,  Mr.  LaRue  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  the  denominations  of  the  bills? 

Mr.  LaRlt:.  I  can't  say  they  were  all  $100  bills  but  predominantly 
$100  bills;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  "What  role  did  you  have  after  this  particular  meeting 
with  Mr.  Dean  and  ^Ir.  Kalmbach.  Did  you  assume  any  particular  role 
while  Mr.  Kalmbach  was  carrying  on  this  particular  mission? 

Mr.  LaRite.  "Well,  yes,  sir,  I  had  numerous  telephone  conversations 
with  Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  would  say  my  role  would  be  a  concurrence  with 
Mr.  Dean  and  with  Mr.  Kalmbach  on  the  deliveries  of  money. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Would  it  be  fair  to  say  you  were  sort  of  a  conduit  at  this 
point  ? 

•  jNIr.  LaRce.  During  this  period  of  time,  Mr.  Dash,  I  had  sort  of,  you 
know,  numerous  conversations  on  this  subject  with  Mr.  Dean,  with  Mr. 
Kalmbach,  reporting  convers^itions  from  Kalmbach  to  Dean,  reporting 
convei-sations  I  had  with  Dean  to  Kalmbach. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow.  did  you  report  to  Mr.  Mitchell  on  your  meeting 
with  Mi-.  Kalmbach  and  Dean  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Not  to  my  recollection ;  no,  sir. 

ilr.  Dash.  To  anyone  else? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Not  to  my  recollection;  no.  sir. 

ilr.  Dash.  Did  vou  meet  with  ilr.  O'Brien  during  the  summer  of 
1972? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir;  I  met  with  Mr.  O'Brien  many  times. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  about  how  often  and  what  was  dis- 
cussed at  this  time  at  these  meetings? 

Mr.  LaRlt:.  I  met  with  you  know.  Mr.  O'Brien.  I  wouldn't 
say  on  a  daily  basis,  but  Mr.  O'Brien  had  been  retained  by  the  com- 
mittee as  a  counsel  representing  us  in  civil  litigation,  and  we  had 
just  numerous  conversations.  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  DAstr.  Did  any  of  those  conversations  have  to  do  with  the 
needs  of  the  defendants  in  the  criminal  cases? 
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Mr.  Dash.  In  thtif  miinner  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  That  is  correct.  That  ^va5  the  ciid-all.  There  were 
several  teleplione  calls,  but  the  final  wrap-uj^  on  it  was  that  lie  refused 
to  receive  the  funds. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  was  contacted  next,  which  lawyer  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  think  Mr.  O'Brien  was  contacted  and  again  with 
the  same  result. 

Mr.  Dash.  He  refused  to  receive  the  funds? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  then  who  next  was  approached  ? 

Mr.  Kal5ip,ach.  I  think  then  it  was  :Mr.  Bittman,  and  Mr.  Bittman— 
I  think  this  may  have  been  when  the  name  Rivers  was  iisecl,  IVIr. 
Dash,  but  my  recollection  would  be  that  Mr.  Bittman  received  $25,000, 
probably  sometime  durinp;  the  second  week  of  July  1972. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  follow  any  usual  procedure  that  Mr.  Ulasewicz 
would  make  the  contact  and  pay 'the  money,  he  would  call  you  and  then 
you  would  call  Air.  Dean  and  tell  him  it  had  been  accomplished  i 

Mr.  KAorBAGH.  Or  Mr.  LaRue. 

Mr.  Dash.  Or  Mr.  LaRue.  Were  all  these  phone  calls  booth  to  booth  ? 

Mr.  KALiiBACH.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Even  when  you  spoke  to  Mr.  Dean? 

Mr.  KALjrBACH.  Yes ;  that  is  correct. 

IVfr.  Dash.  Or  Mr.  LaRue? 

Mr.  KL\L3XBACH.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  '^Vhat  other  lawyers  were  supposed  to  receive  money,  to 
your  recollection,  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  after  the  disbursal  to  Mr.  Bittman,  I  think 
there  was — most  of  the  remaining  funds  went  to  Mrs.  Hunt  who,  in 
fact,  was  the  person  who  did  the  distributing  thereafter  ancl  she  dis- 
tributed to  these  other  attorneys. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mrs.  Himt  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  when  you  next — when  did  you  next  return  to 
Washington,  after  this  first  series  of  meetings,  where  you  received 
this  money  and  met  with  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  when  did  you  next  return  to 
Washington? 

]\fr.  Kaljibach.  Well,  the  next  time  that  I  was  back  in  Washington 
involved  in  this  assignment,  Mr.  Dash,  was,  I  think  it  was,  on  July  19. 

Mr.  Dasil  ^Yh^At  happened  at  that  time?  "Wliat  brought  you  back? 

ilr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  at  that  time.  I  think  I  was  asked  to  come 
back,  I  think  by  either  Jlr.  Dean  or  Mr.  LaRue,  and  to  meet  with  Mr. 
Dean  and  Mr.  LaRue  in  Mr.  Dean's  office  in  the  Executive  Office 
Building. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  Mr.  LaRue  at.  that 
time? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  much  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Oh,  some  $40,000  was  received  from  Mr.  LaRue 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  "WTiere  did  you  receive  it? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  In  Mr.  Dean's  office. 

]Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  receive  any  additional  instructions  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  may  have,  Mr.  Dash.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that. 
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jVrr.  Dash.  What  did  you  do  with  this  money,  this  $40,000,  was  this 
ill  cash  by  the  way  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  it  was  in  cash. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  the  denominations  of  cash  i 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  I  think  it  was  primarily  $100  bills. 

Mr.  Dash.  ^Vhat  did  you  do  with  this  new  supply  of  money? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  took  these  funds  and  I  think  I  went  to  New  York 
late  that  afternoon,  stayed  at  the  Regency  Hotel,  and  gave  the  funds 
to  J\lr.  Ulasewicz,  who  came  to  my  room  in  the  Regency,  probably 
around  8 :30  or  9  that  evening. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  returned  the  following  week,  did  you  not, 
Mr.  Kalmbach,  to  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  why  did  you  return,  when  did  you  return,  and  who 
did  you  see? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  About  this  time,  Mr.  Dash,  I  was  being  urged— 
you  will  recall  from  my  testimony  that  the  funds  that  were  given  to 
me  by  Mr.  LaRue  were  not  solicited  by  me,  they  were  simply  given  to 
me  to  be  given  to  Mr.  Ulasewicz.  About  this  time,  I  was  asked  by 
either  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  LaRue  to  raise  additional  funds.  I  began  to 
have  a  degree  of  concern  about  this  assignment. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  began  to  cause  you  to  have  that  degree  of  concern  ? 
Was  it  the  nature  of  the  covert  operations,  was  it  the  fact  that  you 
were  paying  this  money  to  defendants?  Could  you  give  us  a  little 
description  or  basis  or  background  of  that  concern  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  think  the  primary  reason  for  my  concern  was  the 
secrecy  and  the  clandestine,  covert  nature  of  this  activity. 

Mr.  Dash.  Sort  of  like  a  007  operation. 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Like  a  James  Bond  scenario. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  were  part  of  that  whole  scenario  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  The  President's  personal  attorney  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  And  it  was  very  distasteful  to  me  and  it  had  created 
this  degree  of  concern.  The  concern  was  sufficient  to  make  me  certain 
in  my  own  mind  that  I  wanted  to  talk  to  John  Ehrlichman. 

Mr.  Dash.  Why? 

irr.  Kalmbach.  One,  I  wanted  John  Ehrlichman  to  confirm  that 
John  Dean  did  in  fact  have  the  authority  to  direct  me  to  undertake 
this  assignment. 

Second,  I  wanted  him  to  assure  me  as  to  the  propriety  of  this  as- 
signment. In  any  event,  I  requested  a  meeting  with  John  Ehrlichman. 
My  records  indicate  that  I  met  with  him  in  his  office  at  3 :30  on  July  26. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  describe  that  meeting  for  us 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash  [continuing].  WHiat  you  said  to  him  and  what  he  ssiid  to 
vou  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir.  As  I  have  stated,  the  reason  for  the  meeting 
was  to  get  the  assurance  as  to  Mr.  Dean's  authority  and  as  to  the 
propriety. 

Mr.  Dash.  Also,  at  this  time,  you  were  being  asked  to  go  out  and  to 
raise  some  additional  funds  on  vour  own,  were  you  not,  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir;  and  this  would  be  the  first  time,  Mr.  Dash, 
that  I  would  be  going  to  an  outside  contributor.  I  know  that  the  secrecy 
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Mr.  Kalmbach.  Mr.  Dash,  I  had  no  backsroimd  knowledfje  at  all. 
This  is  just  the  impression  that  I  received  and  I  tliought  that  frankly, 
it  was,  again,  a  very  humane  thing. 

Mr.  Dash.  So  in  a  real  sense,  you  took  your  so-called  moral  stand- 
ard from  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  statement  that  it  was  appropriate? 

Mr.  I^vLMBACii.  Well,  Mr.  Dash,  I  tliink  it  is  more  that  I  liad  such 
tnist  in  Mr.  Deaji  and  ^Ir.  Ehrlichman  that  I.  if  I  were  advised  by 
them,  assured  by  them,  in  my  mind,  there  was  no  possibility  that 
there  would  be  any 

Mr.  Dash.  Impropriety  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach  [continuing].  Any  impropriety ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  at  that  time  wlien  you  had  been  reassured  by  Mr. 
Ehrlichman,  did  you  pick  up  any  additional  money  from  ]Mr.  LaRue 
while  you  were  in  Washington? 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  Yes;  I  i-ecall  that  I  picked  up  approximately  $30,- 
000  the  next  day  that  Mr.  LaRue  gave  to  me  in  his  office  at  1701 
Pennsylvania  Avenue. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  any  additional  instructions  with  regard 
to  that  money  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  may  have,  ilr.  Dash.  I  don't  recall. 

Mr.  Dash.  "What  did  you  do  with  that  money? 

Mr.  KLalmbach.  I  called  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  who  came  down  to  Wash- 
ington, and  stayed  at  the  Statler-Hilton,  and  I  gave  him  those  funds 
in  his  room  at  the  Statler-Hilton. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Now,  you  then  had  returned  to  California,  did 
you  not  ? 

Mr.  B^lmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Dash.  Did  you  raise  that  additional  amount  of  money  that  you 
were  asked  to  iitise  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  I  did.  I  called  Mr.  Thomas  V.  Jones  sometime 
between,  I  thinlv  it  was  August  1  and  August  5, 1  am  not  certain  as  to 
the  date,  and  indicated  that  I  would  like  to  come  by  and  see  him. 
He  had  earlier  indicated  to  me  that  he  would  have  funds  for  me  if 
there  was  any  special  need. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he — who.  by  the  way  since  you  have  named  him,  who 
is  Mr.  Jones? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  He  is  chairman  of  Xorthrop  Corp.,  in  California. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  has  he  been  a  political  contributor  to  ilr.  Xixon, 
the  President  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  he  has  personally. 

Mr.  DASFr.  And  when  he  indicated  to  yon  earlier  if  you  needed  any 
help  he  would  provide  those  funds,  was  tfiat  in  the  area  of  contributing 
to  the  President's  reelection  campaign? 

Mr.  K.VLMBACH.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Now  you  called  liim  and  told  him  what  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  called  him  and  I  think  I  reminded  him  on  the 
telephone  of  his  earlier  statement  to  me,  and  he  indicated  immediately 
tliat  he  would  be  glad  to  see  me.  and  we  worked  out  a  time  that  was 
mutually  convenient.  I  went  to  his  office,  in  Century  City  in  West  Tx)s 
Angeles,  I  think  it  was  in  mid-afternoon  and  met  with  him  tiiere,  and 
we  had  a  IS-minute  meeting  or  thereabouts,  and  he  took  from  his  desk 
a  package,  and  handed  it  to  me.  I  put  it  in  my  briefcase,  and  left  his 
office  and  went  bac!;  to  Xew[)oit  Heacli. 
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a  discussion  oi'  the  need  foi-  support  money  in  cxohan^re  for  the  silence 
for  the  men  in  jail  and  if  the  CIA  could  not  do  it  they  would  have  to 
find  money  somewhere  else.  Mr.  LaRue  indicated  that  IMr.  Stans  had 
only  a  sniail  amount  of  cash.  I  believe  he  said  §70,0Ui)  or  SSO.imX*.  but 
more  would  be  needed.  After  some  discussion  which  I  cannot  recall 
with  any  specificity  at  this  time,  Mitchell  asked  me  to  cret  the  approval 
of  Haldeinan  and  Ehrlichman  to  use  Mr.  Herbert  Kalmi>ach  to  raise 
the  necessary  mone\-.  Before  I  departed  the  meeting  I  remembered  that 
Mr.  Mitchell,  in  an  aside  for  my  ears  only,  told  me  that  the  A\niite 
House,  in  particular  Ehrlichman,  shoidd  be  very  interested  and  anx- 
ious to  accommodate  the  needs  of  these  men.  He  was  referriu:;  to  ac- 
tivities tliat  they  had  conducted  in  the  past  that  related  to  the  "\Miite 
House,  such  as  the  EUsberg  break-in. 

I  conveyed  this  request  to  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  and  they  told 
me  to  proceed  to  contact  ilr.  Kalmbach.  I  called  ilr.  Kalmbach  on 
June  28.  and  told  him  that  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman.  and  Mitchell  had 
requested  that  he  come  back  to  Washington  as  quickl}"  as  possible.  He 
told  me  he  would  take  the  next  flight. 

I  met  Mr.  Kalmbach  at  the  Ma3flower  Hotel  on  June  29.  AYe  first 
met  in  the  coffee  shop,  but  could  not  find  sufficient  privacy  to  talk, 
so  we  went  to  his  room.  I  had  always  been  very  open  in  my  deal- 
ings with  Mr.  Kalmbach,  and  I  knew  that  he  had  stated,  after  h«» 
completed  his  fundraising  activities  prior  to  April  7,  1072.  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  engage  in  any  further  fundraising  activities,  so  I  told 
him  everytliing  I  knew  about  the  case  at  that  time,  including  my  con- 
cern that  it  might  involve  the  President  himself,  but  I  did  not  know 
that  for  a  fact.  I  also  told  him  that  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  and 
Mitchell  felt  it  was  very  important  that  he  raise  the  money.  I  told  him 
that  per  ilitchell's  instructions  he  should  contact  Fred  LaRue  as  to 
the  amounts  needed  and  the  timing.  I  knew  that  Kalmbach  was  not- 
happy  with  this  assignment,  and  he  said  he  was  undertaking  it  only 
because  Mitchell,  Haldeman.  and  Ehrlichman  had  so  requested.  I  do 
not  know  if  Mr.  Kalmbach  discussed  this  with  any  of  these  persons, 
but  given  the  nature  of  the  request,  I  did  not  expect  him  to  take  it  on 
rny  word  alone.  I  had  never  before  given  instructions  to  Kalmbach  to 
raise  any  money  or  never  passed  on  any  similar  instructions  to  him. 

Subsequent  to  our  meeting,  Kalmbach  informed  me  he  was  depart- 
ing to  raise  the  money,  but  ho  wanted  Tonv  Ulasewicz  to  handle  any 
deliveries  because  Mr.  Ulasewicz  was  the  only  man  he  would  trust.  He 
said  that  he  did  not  have  his  telephone  munber  and  requested  that  I 
call  Jack  Caidfield  and  request  that  ]Mr.  Ulasewicz  call  him  in  Cali- 
fornia. I  called  Caulfield  and  made  the  request,  but  I  did  not  tell 
Caultiold  the  reason  Kalmbach  wanted  to  have  Mr.  Tlasewicz  call  him. 

"Witliin  a  week  or  so,  Kalmbacli  returned  to  Washington  and  re- 
quested that  I  meet  him  in  Lafavette  Park,  wliich  I  did.  He  said  that 
I  could  report  to  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  that  he  had  raised  the 
money  and,  in  fact,  he  said  he  had  it  in  his  briefcase  with  him.  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  he  told  nu-  he  was  en  route  to  nu-i't  Mr.  T"!.■l^e- 
wicz,  but  wanted  me  to  know  the  job  was  done.  Follmvin"  tliat  meeting 
and  several  davs  later,  as  I  recall,  he  called  me  and  said  that  he  had 
asked  Fred  LaRue  to  come  to  my  office  to  give  him  tiie  details  of  who 
was  to  got  how  much.  I  recall  that  such  a  meetiiiLr  did  ociMir  in  m  v  office, 
but  T  ^vas  on  and  off  the  telephone  while  LaRue  aiul  Kahnbach  were 
going  ovei'  till-   figures  and   I  have  absolutelv  no  i-ocolleotion  of  the 
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details  of  their  discussion.  I  know  that  LaRue  had  the  fimircs  on  a 
slieet  oJ:  paper  and  Kalmbach  wrote  them  down  in  his  o\vn  code  on  a 
small  piece  of  paper  which  he  placed  in  his  wallet.  I  have  no  further 
knowledge  of  how  or  when  or  to  whom  delivery  was  made.  Air  Kalm- 
bach merely  told  me  later  that  it  had  been  done  and  I  passed  this  on  to 
^.hrlichman  and  Haldeman. 


benator  Baker.  Mr.  Dean,  before  von  do,  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
chairman— he  had  to  go  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  attend  other 
business— that  we  continue  until  about  12 :30  and  then  recess  for  lunch 
It  that  IS  agreeable  to  you.  I  think  you  might  have  time  to  just  finish 
this  sequence  and  then  recess  for  lunch. 

Mr.  Dash.  There  is  a  break  on  page  97. 

Senator  Baker.  We  will  see  how  far  the  witness  can  go  until 

Mr.  Deax.  The  witness  only  has  the  first  part  of  his  statement. 

benator  Bakkr.  I  understand  there  is  another  part  of  about  150 
pages  or  thereabouts.  We  are  anxious  for  vou  to  go  as  far  as  you  can 
so  you  have  been  reading  for  21/2  hours,  almost,  so  another  10  minutes' 
1  think,  and  then  we  will  break  for  lunch. 

ilr.  Deax.  Fine. 

DlSCUSSlOX    OF    JIlTCHELL    AND    jMaORTJDER    ReSIATXIXG    AT    THE 

Eeelectiox  Committee 

I  would  like  to  return  once  again  to  the  period  of  June  21  throuo-h 
.fune  30  m.the  matter  of  Mr.  Mitchell  and  :\rr.  MaTruder  remainin^r 
at  the  reelection  committee.  As  I  had  indicated.  I  had  frequent  dis^l 
cussions  with  Ehrhchman  and  Haldeman,  in  which  I  would  report 
back  to  them  on  information  they  had  requested  or  report  informa- 
tion 1  had  received.  It  was  sometime  during  the  last  10  days  of 
June  that  I  recall  a  meeting  in  Haldeman's  office  in  which  they 
asked  rne  for  my  recommendation  regardinjr  removing  Mitchell  and 
•Magruder  from  the  reelection  committee.  This  discussion  precedetl  my 
contacting  Kalmbach.  At  that  time  I  repeated  my  knowletl^^e  of  the 
meetings  which  had  occurred  in  ilitchell's  office  in  January  and  Febru- 
ary when  Liddy  was  presenting  his  proposal.  I  told  them  I  did  not 
know  for  a  fact  that  Mitchell  had  ever  approved  Liddy's  plans,  but 
-Magruder  had  recently  inferred  to  me  that  Mitchell  was  aware  of  the 
operation.  I  told  them  I  had  never  discussed  it  with  :Mitchell  himself 
and  the  only  observation  I  could  make  was  that  the  Watergate  matter 
appeared  to  be  consuming  most  of  ilitchell's  time,  which  mio-ht  dis- 
tract him  from  the  campaign.  '^ 

With  regard  to  Magnider';  I  repeated  what  Liddv  had  told  me  re- 
garding Afagruder  s  pushing  him  into  doing  the  brea'k-in  at  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee.  I  also  said  that  I  thouirht  there  was  a 
real  chance  he  could  be  indicted,  although  ^klitchell  and  ^kfagruder 
thought  that  the  matter  might  be  stopped  at  Liddv.  Accord inirlv,  I 
told  them  I  did  not  think  I  could  make  a  recomiuendation  retrardino- 
Mitcliell,  but  I  did  recommend  tlint  ^ilairruder  be  removed  in  a  "-race^ 
ful  manner  that  would  not  unduly  jeopardize  him.  Thev  thanked 
mo.  and  told  me  they  would  take  my  recommendations  under  advise- 
ment. The  nex't  time  I  heard  anything  about  this  subject  was  Avlien  it 
was  publicly  announced  that  Mr.  Mitchell  was  re.si>minir.  I  was  some- 
wliat  startled  tliat  Magnuler  was  romainin^r.  It  was  clear  rliat 
Magruder  was  the  only  link  back  to  tlie  Waito  House,  and  Magruder 
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19.     On  or  about  July  26,  1972  Herbert  Kalmbach  met  with  John 
Ehrllchman  In  Ehrllchman's  office.  Kalicibach  has  testified  to  the 
following  regarding  that  meeting:  Ehrllchman  assured  Kaltobach  that 
it  was  necessary  and  legally  proper  for  Kalmbach  to  continue  secretly 
to  raise  and  provide  funds  for  the  persons  involved  in  the  break-in 
at  the  DNC  headquarters;  Kalmbach  asked  Ehrllchman  to  assure  him  that 
Dean  had  authority  to  direct  him  in  this  assignment,  and  Ehrllchman 
stated  that  Dean  had  that  authority,  that  it  was  a  legally  proper 
project  and  that  Kalmbach  was  to  go  forward  with  it;  Kalmbach  requested 
the  meeting  because  he  had  become  concerned  whether  the  secret  payments 
operation  he  was  conducting  with  Ulasewicz  was  a  legally  proper  activity, 
whether  Dean  had  authority  to  have  Kalmbach  tmdertake  that  assignment, 
and  whether  the  operation  should  be  continued;  and  Kalmbach  received 
the  desired  reassurance  from  Ehrllchman.  Ehrllchman  has  testified  that 
he  did  not  give  assurances  to  Kalmbach.  On  April  19,  1973,  just  prior 
to  Kalmbach' s  testifying  before  the  Watergate  Grand  Jury,  he  and  Ehrllch- 
man  discussed  by  telephone  their  July  26,  1972  conference.  Ehrllchman 
tape  recorded  that  conversation. 
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19.2     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  LOG.   JULY  26.    1972 
TUESD-VV.    JULY   i'y,    i'}72  — —  ,?    ^ 

8:00  HRH  orfrc::; 

8:15  Rooocv^ilt  Uooni 

8:45  Cabixiec  Room  -  President,    Ma/o^^ 

aO:3l)  Pirasid^nn,    Pvuperty  ^.^vi-i-;^  Bo:'..--; 

10:45  Airlines  meetla^^  -  iCrogh,    Cuie;     E.I-;vard  ■^•.    Carijon, 

President,    tjniied  Airlines;  Paul  R.    Ignaclus,    Zx^c-itive 

Vice  Preslaant,    Air  Transport  i^s.3sociation; 

William.  Ssawell,    Chairman  of  th=  Board,    Pan  Am; 

Ralph  Skinner,    Senior  VP  for  Industry  Affairs,    Eascern 

Airlines;  George  A,    '/Yarde,    President,    American  Airiinas; 

T.    C.    V/iser,    Presidexit,    TWA 
12:15  Car  at  west  basement 

12:30  International  Club,    Scandinavian  Room  -  Goverrjnent 

Securities  and  Federal  Agencies  Cominittee 
2:30  President 

3:15  Cong.    John  Anderson,    Dick  Cook,    Ed  Morgan 

4:40  Jack  Sutherland  (U.S.    News  and  V/orld  Report) 

5:00  Mr.    and  Mrs.    Mike  Henry 

WEDNESDAY,    JULY  26,    1972 

8:00  HRH  office 

8:15  Roosevelt  Room 

11:00  Press  briefing  (spending  ceiling) 

12:00  Car  at  west  basement 

12:15  Lunch  with  Postmaster  General  E,    T.   Klassen 

2:30  Roosevelt  Room  ~  p.r.   grouo 

T:30  Herb  Kalm.bach 

o:00  Tennis  with  Huilin,    Harper,    Kruska 

THURSDAY,    JULY  27,    1972 

7:30-8:00       TODAY  Show  -  NBC,    4001  Nebraska  Avenue 

10:00  The  Group  -  HRH,    Hariow,    Coison,    MacGregor,   Mitchell 

12:30  Courtney  Sheldon 

3:00  President's   press  conference   (Oval  Office) 

4:00  Lou  Cannon 
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jVIr.  Dash.  "What  did  you  do  with  this  money,  this  $40,000,  was  this 
in  cash  bj'  the  way  ? 

Mr.  KALitBACii.  Yes,  it  was  in  cash. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  the  denominations  of  casli  ? 

]\[i-.  Kalmisacii.  I  think  it  was  primarily  $100  bills. 

INfr.  Dash.  What  did  you  do  with  this  new  supply  of  money? 

Mr.  KALJtp.ACii.  I  took  these  funds  and  I  think  I  went  to  Xew  York 
late  that  afternoon,  stayed  at  the  Kegency  Hotel,  and  gave  the  funds 
to  jNIr.  Ulasewicz,  who  came  to  my  room  in  the  Regency,  probably 
around  8 :30  or  9  that  evening. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  returned  the  following  week,  did  you  not, 
]\[r.  Kalmbach,  to  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  why  did  you  return,  when  did  you  return,  and  who 
did  you  see? 

j\Ir.  Kai3ibach.  About  this  time,  ilr.  Dash,  I  was  being  urged — 
you  will  recall  from  my  testimony  that  the  funds  that  were  given  to 
nie  by  Mr.  LaRue  were  not  solicited  by  me,  they  were  simply  given  to 
me  to  be  given  to  Mr.  Ulasewicz.  About  this  time,  I  was  asked  by 
either  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  I^aRue  to  raise  additional  funds.  I  began  to 
have  a  degree  of  concern  about  this  assignment. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  began  to  cause  you  to  have  that  degree  of  concei^n? 
Was  it  the  nature  of  the  covert  operations,  was  it  the  fact  that  you 
were  paying  this  money  to  defendants?  Could  you  give  us  a  little 
description  or  basis  or  background  of  that  concern  ? 

Mr.  Kaljibagh.  I  think  the  primary  reason  for  my  concern  was  the 
secrecy  and  the  clandestine,  coveit  nature  of  this  actiAaty. 

Mr.  Dash.  Soit  of  like  a  007  operation. 

Mr.  Kai.mbach.  Like  a  James  Bond  scenario. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  were  part  of  that  whole  scenario? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  The  President's  pei-sonal  attorney  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  And  it  was  very  distasteful  to  inc  and  it  had  created 
this  degree  of  concern.  The  concern  was  sufficient  to  make  nie  certain 
in  my  own  mind  that  I  wanted  to  talk  to  John  Ehrlichman. 

Mr.  Dash.  Why? 

Mr.  Kaljebach.  One,  I  wanted  John  Ehrlichman  to  confirm  that 
John  Dean  did  in  fact  have  the  authority  to  direct  me  to  undertake 
this  assignment. 

Second,  I  wanted  him  to  assure  me  as  to  the  ptopriety  of  this  as- 
signment. In  any  event,  I  requested  a  meeting  with  John  Ehrlichman. 
^fy  records  indicate  that  I  met  with  him  in  his  office  at  -3 :30  on  Jul^-  26. 

Mr.  D.vsH.  Could  you  describe  that  meeting  for  us 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash  [continuing].  What  you  said  to  him  and  what  he  said  to 
you? 

IMr.  K.VLMBACir.  Yes,  sir.  As  I  ha\'e  stated,  the  reason  for  the  meeting 
was  to  get  the  assurance  as  to  Islv.  Dean's  authority  and  as  to  the 
projn-iety. 

Mr.  Dash.  Also,  at  this  time,  you  were  being  asked  to  go  out  and  to 
raise  some  additional  funds  on  vour  own,  were  you  not,  ]\[r.  Kalmbach? 

Mi\  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir;  and  this  would  l)e  the  first  time.  ilr.  Dash, 
that  I  would  be  going  to  an  outside  contributor.  I  know  that  the  secrecy 
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involved  in  this  was,  as  I  say,  very  distasteful.  It  was  probably  the 
primary  item  of  concern,  feeding  this  concei'u  that  I  had. 

Ofher  factors  wouhl  include  the  fact  that,  oil,  Mr.  Haldeman  and 
Mr.  flhrliohman,  back  around  April  7.  had  indicated  to  me  tliat  I  had 
been  involved  in  this  fnndraising  activity  for  such  a  long  period 
that 

Senator  Ervin.  I  think  the  committee  had  better  recess  and  go  to 
vote.  There  is  a  vote  on  in  the  Senate. 

[Recess.] 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Kalmbach,  we  were  just  at  the  point  where  you  had 
come  into  Washington  on  the  26th  to  see  Mr.  Ehrlichman  because, 
as  you  testified,  you  had  developed  a  real  concern  based  on  the  secrecy 
of  the  activity  of  working  with  Mr.  I"'^lasewicz  and  the  delivery  of 
money  and  the  fact  that  you  were  now  being  asked  to  go  out  and  raise 
new  funds -and  you  wanted  to  see  Mr.  Ehrlichman  in  order  to  find  out, 
one,  whether  or  not  Mr.  Dean  liad  the  authority  to  ask  you  to  do  this, 
and,  T  think,  two,  whether  or  not  it  was  proper.  Could  you  then  take  it 
on  from  there,  Mr.  Kalmbach? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Again,  I  ask  you  what  did  you  say  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman 
and  what  did  he  say  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  When  I  first  went  into  that  meeting  -with  Mr. 
Elirlichman,  I  told  him,  you  are  familiar  with  this  assignment?  He 
said,  "Yes,  lam." 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  say  that  again?  "Wliat  did  you  ask  him? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  said,  "You  are  familiar  with  this  assignment  that 
I  had  received  from  John  Dean?"  He  said,  "Yes,  I  am." 

Mr.  Dash.  By  that  assignment,  you  meant  the  payment  of  the 
money  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  were  sure  that  he  understood  what  you  were  talk- 
ing about? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Absolutely.  And  I  went  through  it  as  far  as  the 
secrecy  and  how  this  secrecy  was  bothering  me,  indicating  to  him  that 
this  is  something  that  was  new  and  foreign  to  me.  I  wanted  him  to — 
told  liim  that  the  press  was  giving  me  concern,  the  whole  secrecy 
thing — the  press,  tliis,  and  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  "V^liat  do  you  mean,  the  press? 

Mr.  Kalixebach.  Well.  I  mean  the  press  coverage  on  the  Watergate. 
T  was  beginning  to  have  concern  about  tliis  assignment.  And  I  wanted, 
and  T  said,  "John,  I  want  you  to  tell  me" — and  you  know.  T  can  remem- 
hev  it  verv  vividly  because  I  looked  at  him,  and  I  said.  "John,  I  am 
looking  right  into  your  eyes.  I  know  Jeanne  and  your  family,  you 
know  Barbara  and  my  family.  You  know  that  my  family  and  my 
reputation  mean  everything  to  me,  and  it  is  just  absolutely  necessary 
John,  that  you  tell  me,  first  that  John  Dean  has  the  autliority  to  direct 
me  in  this  assignment,  tliat  it  is  a  proper  assignment,  and  tliat  I  am 
to  20  forward  on  it." 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  he  look  at  you  in  the  eyes? 

Mr.  Kalmbacji.  Yes ;  he  did. 

AFr.  Dash.  Wliat  did  he  say  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  He  said,  "Herb,  John  Dean  does  have  the  authority, 
it  is  proper,  and  you  are  to  go  forward." 
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Now,  he  said,  in  commenting  on  the  secrecy,  he  explained  that  as 
sayincj  that  but  for  the  secrecy,  this  wliole  assisnment,  izettinij  these 
funds  to  tiiese  people  for  this  purpose  could  get  into  the  press  and  be 
misinterpreted.  And  then  1  remember  he  used  the  figure  of  speech,  he 
said,  ''Tliey  would  have  our  heads  in  their  laps,"'  which  again  would 
indicate  to  me  that  it  would  jeopardize  the  campaign. 

Mr.  U.vsH.  Did  he  say  something  like  this  was  political  dynamite? 

INIr.  Kai,5ib.\ch.  Well,  I  do  not  remember  that,  but  I  remember  the 
"our  heads  in  their  laps"'  remark.  He  might  have  said  political 
dynamite. 

But  the  effect  of  all  this,  Mr.  Dash,  was  to 

Mr.  D.\SH.  To  reassure  you  ? 

Mr.  Kalmb.\ch.  The  effect  actually  was  that  it  washed  out  the  con- 
cern that  I  had  hud — that  had  built  up  preliminary  to  this  meeting, 
and  I  went  out  of  that  meeting  certain  that  it  was  pi-oper  for  me  to  go 
back  to  California  and  approach  this  contributor,  this  tiret  contributor 
that  I  woidd  approach  in  this  program. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  even  though  he  told  you  then  that  you  would  have 
to  maintain  the  secrecy  and  that  if  it  ever  got  out,  they — and  I  take 
it  that  he  may  have  meant  the  Democrats 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash  [continuing].  Would  yo\i  have  our  heads  in  their  laps 
and  it  might  jeopardize  the  campaign,  that  did  not  suggest  to  you  any 
impropriety  in  doing  that  ? 

i\Ir.  KAtcvtBACH.  No ;  it  did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Why  not? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  It  suggested  to  me  that  the  concern  was  that  thia 
would  have  a — if  it  got  into  the  press,  misinterpreted 

Mr.  Dash.  How  could  it  be  misinterpreted? 

Mr.  KALMB.\cir.  Misinterpreted  in  whatever  way — that  funds  were 
being  given  to  these  people. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  how  could  your  providing  funds  through  either 
Mr.  Dean's  aegis  or  through  Mr.  Erlichman's  aegis,  through  the  com- 
mittee, to  burglars,  wiretappers,  and  conspirators  be  misinterpreted? 

Mr.  KALiiBACH.  Well,  the  misinterpretation  would  be  that  this  was 
being  done  to  silence  these  people. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  anybody  have  had  any  other  interpretation? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  interpretation  did  you  have,  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  had  the  interpretation,  as  I  stated  in  my  opening 
statement,  that  I  felt  that  the  green  light  had  been  given  to  these  peo- 
ple in  some  manner,  expressly  or  implicitly,  and  maybe  by  just,  just 
b}-  chance,  where  they  had  gone  forward  on  this  idiotic  and  stupid 
thing  in  this  Watergate  break-in  and  illegal  act,  and  that  someone — 
and  I  never  knew  to  whom  Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  I.aKue  reported.  I  just 
had  the  feeling  that  someone  had  given  the  go-ahead  in  some  manner 
and  that  someone  felt  that  even  though  these  people  had  done  an 
illegal  act,  the  decent  thing  to  do  is  to  provide  them  with,  at  least 
provide  them  with  lawyers  and  provide  them  with  family  support. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  not  to  see  that  certain  people  were  fired  and  to 
come  out  and  dischaim  it  rather  than  actually  support  these  people 
before  they  were  charged  with  any  offense? 
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Mr.  Tiiojirsox.  But  is  that  not  sonicthinn;  coinpl('tel\-  separate  anrl 
apart  from  what  ^Nlr.  Kalinbach  was  doiuy?  Didn't  Mr.  Kalnihach 
come  to  you  and,  in  essence,  tell  you  that  he  was  raising  money  and 
ask  if  it  was  all  right  ? 

Mr.  EHRLicmrAx.  Well,  not  quite  in  those  terms,  but  I  had  a  con- 
conversation  with  Mr.  Kalmbach  about  the  fact  that  he  was  raising 
money  for  attorneys'  fees. 

^Ir.  Thompsox.  Give  us  the  essence  of  that  conversation,  if  you  can. 
"Wlicn  did  it  occur  and  what  was  said  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichm.\n.  It  occurred  on  July  li  out  in  his  office  in  New- 
port Beach.  That  was  a  Friday  afternoon.  I  stopped  at  his  office  on 
iny  way  from  the  western  White  House  back  to  the  place  that  I  was 
staying,  which  was  on  farther  north,  and  he  showed  me  his  offices. 
We  talked  about  the  California  political  situation,  wliich  he  was 
then  very  concerned  about,  on  which  he  had  a  number  of  idei\s.  And 
he  mentioned  to  me  in  the  course  of  that  get-together  that  he  was  now 
raising  money.  He  said  it  rather  philosophically,  because  we  had  had  a 
conversation  back  sometime  in  February  or  March  in  which 

Mr.  THOiiPSON.  How  do  you  talk  about  raising  money,  philosoph- 
ically? [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Ehrlichm.vx.  Well,  this  way :  He  had  hoped  to  get  out  of  the 
money-raising  business  the  first  of  April  and  we  had  hatched  a  rather 
elaborate  plot  to  get  him  out  of  the  money-raising  business  and  it  was 
that  Bob  Haldeman  and  I  would  be  his  defense  when  Maury  Stans 
and  John  Mitchell  asked  him  to  get  back  into  the  fundraising  again. 
He  said  he  had  had  that  activity  and  he  had  been  at  it  a  couple  of 
times  in  Presidential  campaigns  and  he  really  wanted  to  do  other 
kinds  of  things  to  be  helpful. 

So  we  agreed  that  when  he  was  approached  by  ilr.  Stans  or  Mr. 
Mitchell,  that  he  would  say.  and  we  would  back  him  up,  that  he  was 
going  to  do  political  chores  for  the  "WTiite  House  on  assignment. 

He  was  philosophical  about  it  in  the  sense  that  it  was  sort  of,  well, 
mavbe  vou  have  heard 


n 

I  al 


Mr.  Tnoitpsox.  Could  I  ask  you  this  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichm.vx  [continuing].  I  am  back  raising  money  again. 

Mr.  Thompson'.  Pardon  me  for  interrupting.  Could  I  ask  j-ou  this: 
He  testified  essentially  that  he  looked  into  your  eyes  and  said,  "John, 
I  know  your  family,  you  know  mv  family,  is  this  the  thing  to  do,  is  it 
all  right?" 

You  said,  "yes.  Herb,  it  is." 

Xow.  did  that  happen  ? 

Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  I  am  sure  that  if  he  had  looked  into  my  eyes  and 
I  had  looked  into  his  eyes  and  wp  had  invoked  the  names  of  our  wives, 
I  am  sure  I  would  remember  tliat  solenm  occasion  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  don't  remember. 

I  would  never  in  my  life  ask  Herb  Kalmbach  to  do  anj-thing  that 
I  thought  was  shady  or  improper,  certainly  not  illegal.  And  if  Herb 
Kalmbach  had  c\er  said  to  me,  "Do  vou  \ouch  for  the  [)ropriety  or  the 
legality  of  what  I  am  doing,"  I  would  have  been  very,  very  slow  to  make 
any  assurance  to  Herb  without  a  lot  of  research  to  satisfy  myself.  And 
that  is  why  I  am  pretty  sure  that  that  kind  of  request  was  not  made 
of  me  and  I  did  not  make  a  response,  because  I  never  did  have  occasion 
to  research  it  or  find  out  about  it. 
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Mr.  TiiOMPsox.  Dean  had  already  talked  to  you  about  it  previously, 
though  ? 

Mr.  EuRi>icn.MAX.  Well,  he  had  talked  to  me  alx)ut  it.  He  said, 
"Look,  I  aru  going  to  see  if  wc  can  get  Ilcrh  Kalmbaeh  wound  up  to 
raise  some  attorney's  fees  for  Joim  Mitcliell,  who  says  we  have  reall}' 
got  to  do  it  for  the  reasons  that  I  have  stated."  He  said,  '"if  he  checks 
with  you,  back  me  \ip  on  this." 

Now,  it  happened  that  he  did  not  check  with  me.  Herb  did  not  call 
me  and  we  did  not  talk  about  it  until  he  was  well  into  the  project.  As 
I  say,  it  was,  as  I  recall,  the  14th  of  July  when  we  first  discussed  it.  And 
the  balance  of  the  conversation,  after  he  said,  as  I  sav.  rather  resigned- 
ly, that  he  was  back  in  this,  that  lie  was  using  Tony  Ulasewicz  to  carry 
cash — and  I  got  the  impression  that  he  was  carrying  cash  from  Cali- 
fornia to  the  East  and  I  may  be  mistaken  about  that,  but  I  related  that 
to  Dean's  very  brief  conversation  with  me  before  about  this.  There  was 
no  solicitation  of  him  to  me.  is  this  OK  for  me  to  do  or  anything  of 
that  sort  at  that  time. 

Now,  he  was  in  my  office  again  back  here,  what,  12  days  later,  I  guess 
it  was,  on  the  '26th,  and  my  log  shows  that.  I  do  not  know — he  made 
periodic  visits  and  he  would  come  in  and  he  would  have  a  whole  list  of 
things  tliat  he  wanted  to  talk  about,  and  we  woidd  go  down  his  list. 
It  may  be  that  tliis  business  was  on  it,  but  I  am  just  morally  certain 
that  there  was  no  such  request  of  him  that  I  voucli  for  the  activity  nor 
was  there  any  vouching  on  my  part. 

Mr,  Thompsox.  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  I  would  like  to  conclude.  Now  the 
reason  I  am  probing  this  area  witli  regard  to  your  frame  of  mind  at  the 
time  is  this :  It  appears  to  me  ttiat  if.  say,  the  break-in  at  the  psychia- 
trist's office  of  Daniel  Ellsberg  was  a  legitimate  matter,  a  matter  con- 
cerning national  security  and  was  held  under  yonr  interpretation,  I 
presume,  of  the  implied  powers  of  the  President  under  the  Constitu- . 
tion;  if  you  felt  this  way,  and  if,  in  fact,  the  President  had  instructed 
you  for  national  security  reasons  to  see  that  those  matters  were  not  un- 
covered or  exposed  in  the  investigation  of  the  Watergate,  then  all  of 
these  other  matters  would  seem  to  follow  as  a  matter  of  course,  the 
other  matters  vou  responded  to.  this  business  about  telling  Dean  to 
deep-six  the  Hunt  documents;  the  business  about  seeing  that  money 
was  raised  or  helping  to  see  that  money  was  raised  to  keep  the  defend- 
ants quiet;  this  business  about  offering  Hunt  Executive  clemency  or 
the  President  offering  Hunt  Executive  clemenc}-  and  I  know  you  -want 
to  respond  to  all  of  those,  but  I  am  interested  in  how  vou  felt  at  the 
time.  If,  first,  you  did  feel  like  tlie  previous  activities  of  the  Plumbers 
were  legitimate  and  legal,  and,  second,  the  President  did  give  you 
the  instruction  which  lie  says  he  gave  you,  then  would  not  these  matters 
follow  as  a  matter  of  course,  and  ■would  vou  have  any  i-eason  to  deny 
them? 

Mr.  Eiirir.K'KMAN-.  Mr.  Thompson,  without  getting  into  all  of  these 
specific  misstatements  of  truHi.  let  us  look  at  what  I  ilid  do  when  the 
President  gave  me  the  instruction  bark  in  the  first  of  1072.  with  re- 
tranl  to  holding  confidential  the  activities  of  that  special  unit.  What 
I  did  do  was  to  contact  the  people  who  were  involved,  tliat  is.  Ivrogh. 
and  Young  primarily,  and  say.  ''This  is  the  President's  decision,  this 
is  his  determination,  lie  does  not  want  this  talked  about.  It  is  confiden- 
tial, it  is  secret,  it  is  not  to  be  discussed.'* 
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Senator  Ervix.  Can  you- 


r 


Mr.  EnRLicincAX.  I  didn't  contribute  <a  nickel,  ]\Ir.  Chairman. 

Scnacor  Ervix.  Yes.  [Laughter.] 

You  authorized  somebody  else  to  contribute  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjcax.  No,  I  would  like  to  set  that  straight,  if  I  might, 
Jlr.  Chairman. 

The  only  reason  that  anybody  ever  came  to  me  about  ilr.  Kalmbach 
raising  money  was  because  of  this  arrangement  that  we  had  entered 
into  that  we  would  protect  JNIr.  Kalmbach  if  he  wished  to  be  protected 
from  requests  to  raise  money.  Now  tliat  is — it  was  a  situation  where 
obviously  he  didn't  wish  to  be  protected.  He  made  the  judgment,  he 
made  it  independent  of  me,  and  whether  I  conceded  to  it  or  not  ob- 
viously didn't  make  any  difference. 

Senator  Ervix.  Did  he  ever  talk  to  you  about  that  ? 

j\rr.  EiiRLiciiMAX.  Not  until  after  the  fact. 

Senator  Ervix.  I  will  ask  you  if  he  didn't  come  to  you  and  not  only 
talk  about  having  known  you  a  long  time  and  you  having  known  his 
family,  but  didn't  he  ask  you  whether  it  was  a  proper  or  legal 
operatiorj? 

Jlr.  Ehklichmax.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  testimony  is  that  that  meeting, 
according  to  ilr.  Kalmbach,  was  the  26th  of  July  when  he  was  long 
into  this,  and  as  I  have  already  testified. 

Senator  Ervix.  He  testified  lie  had  become  dubious  about  the  pro- 
priety of  it  and  he  went  to  you  for  reassurance? 

Mr.  Ehklichmax.  Well,  as  I 

Senator  Ervik.  And  he  also  testified  when  he  got  to  you  that  you 
told  him  it  was  all  right  and  to  see  that  the  money  was  delivered  in 
secret  because  if  he  didn't  deliver  it  in  secret  their  heads  would  be 
in  their  laps.  Didn't  that  occur? 

ilr.  EiiRLicHMAX.  No.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I 
have  just  told  Mr.  Thompson,  I  would  be  terribly  slow  to  reassure 
Herb  Kalmbach,  whom  I  consider  a  good  and  closefriend,  of  the  pro- 
priety of  any  such  undertaking,  of  any  such  undertaking  without 
cliecking  it  fii-st,  if  he  liad  asked  me,  ancl  T  am  testifying  to  you,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  he  did  not  ask  me. 

Senator  Ervin.  Well,  you  recall  his  testimony  was  to  the  effect  that 
I  have  given  you? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax-.  You  mean  about  the  lieacl  in  the  lap  business? 

Senator  Ervix.  Yes;  that  the  heads  would  roll. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  suspect  that  what  was  said  there  was  that  cer- 
tainly ^Ir.  Kalmbach's  involvement 

Senator  Ervix-.  I  am  not  asking  about  tliat.  INIy  question  is,  didn't 
he  have  a  conversation  in  which  you  told  him  to  do  it  in  secret  because 
otherwise  "If  it  gets  out,  our  heads  will  be  in  their  laps"? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  I  am  trying  to  answer  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ervix.  "Well,  you  can  answer  that  yes  or  no.  I  have  just  20 
minutes  at  this  time,  and  I  want  to  ask  my  questions.  [Laughter.] 
^I  will  put  tliis  question  to  you:  Don't  you  consider  that  Herbeit 
Kalmbach 

Mr.  Ehklichmax.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  answer  that,  Mr.  Chair- 
man. 

Mr.  Wilson.  Let  him  answer  that  question,  Mr.  Chairman,  please. 

Senator  Ervin.  He  goes  off  and  answers  something  I  don't  ask  him. 
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Mr.  WiLSox.  Yes,  but  a  "Yes"  and  "Xo"  usually  calls  for  explana- 
tion. 

Senator  Ek\tx.  Well,  what  is  the  answer,  yes  or  no,  that  he  had  this 
convei-sation  with  Mr.  Kahnbach? 

3Ir.  EHRI.ICHM.A.X.  I  had  a  conveisation  with  .Mr.  Kalinbach.  ]Mr. 
Cliairnnan,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  we,  if  lie  says  so,  that  we  diorussed 
the  question  of  secrecy  because  I  do  recall  his  saying  that  Jlr.  TJlase- 
wicz  was  carrying  money  back  and  forth. 

Now,  I  had  in  my  mind  at  that  time  rhe  realization  that  this,  what 
I  considered  to  be  a  legitimate  undertaking,  could  be  terribly  mis- 
construed if  someone  were  to  impute  the  efforts  of  the  President's 
lawyer  to  this  defense  fund  for  "Watergate  burglars.  I  mean  there  is 
room  for  misunderstanding;  I  think  you  have  stated  the  misimder- 
standing  very  eloquently  in  your  opening  question. 

Senator  Ervix.  So  that  was  the  reason  that  you  made  arrange- 
ments by  which  a  gentleman  in  California,  who  resided  in  California, 
would  deliver  the  money  in  cash  and  sometimes  in  laundry-  bags  to  an 
ex-policeman  in  New  York,  and  allow  the  ex-policeman  to  come  down 
and  deliver  the  money  under  orders  that  he  wasn't  going  to  permit 
the  people  he  delivered  it  to,  to  see  him. 

ilr.  Eheliciimax.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  you  know,  I  had  noth- 
ing to  do  with  those  details  at  all.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  T  was  quite  sur- 
prised to  learn  in  the  testimony  here  that  there  was  what  amounted 
to  a  laundering  process  where  committee  money  or  money  held  by 
people  in  the  committee  were  passed  through  several  hands  and 
around  to  ilr.  Kalmbach  for  eventual  delivery,  and  this,  of  course,  all 
predated  any  conversation  that  Mr.  Kalmbach  and  I  had. 

Senator  EK\ax.  Well,  I  have  always  thought  that  if  a  political  in- 
stitution or  committee  enacted  the  role  of  an  eleemosynary  institution, 
it  would,  like  the  Pharisee,  brag  about  it  on  all  opportunities,  and  so  you 
agreed  with  me  that  a  Doubting  Thomas  might  think  that  this  money 
was  routed  in  this  clandestine  way.  not  only  to  keep  it  secret  but  also 
to  keep  these  people  that  were  receiving  the  monev  secret  ? 

Mr.  EiiRLTCHJiAX.  Xo,  I  don't  agree  with  that  because  I  don't  know 
that.  I  haven't  heard  anything 

Senator  Ervix'.  I  am  not  talking  about  you;  a  Doubting  Thomas 
might  reach  a  very  erroneous  conclusion,  mightn't  he? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Doubting  Thomases  are  known  for  conclusions 
like  that. 

Senator  ER\^x.  Ivet's  see,  didn't  you  have  a  phone  conversation 
with  Mr.  Kalmbach  just  before  he  came  to  Washington  to  testifj' 
before  the  grand  jury  about  this  matter? 

Mr.  Ehrliciisiax".  I  believe  he  was  in  Washington  with  his  attor- 
neys at  the  time. 

Senator  Ervix.  Yes.  And  didn't  you  bug  his  telephone  conversa- 
tion with  you  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  X^'o,  sir. 

Senator  Ervix'.  Didn't  you  record  it  then? 
BUB^^^fi'-  Ehrlichmax-.  Yes,  sir. 


Senator  Ervix.  Did  you  tell  him  in  advance?  [Laughter.] 
Will  you  tell  us  precisely  what  the  difference  is  between  recording 
a  telephone  conversation  and  bugging  it? 
Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  will  be  happy  to  tell  you  my  view  of  it. 
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iu\o]ved  in  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President,  and  the  Ijurglun- 
at  tlie  Watergate. 

Mr.  Kalmbacii.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervi>'.  Yes. 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  I  think  again  that  Mr.  Dean,  whether  he  was  speak- 
ing— and  I  don't  know  wlio  he  was  speaking  for  when  he  came  to  me 
and  I  still  don't.  But  I  felt  that  he  had  ties  and  I  knew  that  he  had  ties 
with  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect,  and,  of  course,  ties  in  the  AMiite 
House. 

Senator  Ervix.  And  when  you  talked  to  John  Ehrlichman  about 
this,  John  Ehrlichman  told  you  that  it  was  an  important  assignment, 
that  you  should  carry  it  out,  and  that  if  this  money  was  not  raised,  they 
would  have  our  heads  in  their  laps. 

Mr.  IvALirBACii.  No,  sir,  he  did  say  that  it  was  an  important  assign- 
ment, that  John  Dean  did  have  the  authority,  and  that  I  should  go 
foi-ward. 

The  statement  that  Mr.  Ehrlichman  made  about  heads  in  the  laps 
was  meant  that  if— this  is  the  reason  for  the  secrecy  procedures — that 
if  in  fact,  I  didn't  follow  these  secrecy  procedures  and  it  got  into  the 
press,  it  could  be  misinterpreted  and  would  jeopardize  the  campaign. 

Senator  ERv^^-.  Well,  he  did  tell  you  that  if  this  assignment  was  not 
kept  secret,  that  they  would  have  our  heads  in  their  laps.  And  you 
took  that  to  mean  that  '"they"  were  some  Democrats. 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  ER\^^•.  Or  the  public  press? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervix.  Yes. 

Now,  you  knew  at  that  time,  did  you  not,  that  it  had  appeared  in 
the  public  press  all  over  the  Nation,  and  on  TV.  that  five  burglars 
had  been  caught  redhanded  in  the  Watergate  and  that  at  that  time. 
they  had  in  their  pockets  money  which  had  come  from  the  Nixon 
campaign  fund,  didn't  you? 

Mr.  IvALitBACH.  Yes.  sir,  I  think  I  knew  that. 

Senator  ER\^^^  And  that  was  one  of  the  things  that  e.Kcited  in  your 
mind  the  suspicion  that  there  might  be  some  connection  between  some- 
body in  the  White  House  or  in  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  Presi- 
dent that  they  had  procured  the  burglary  at  the  Watergate,  didn't  it  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  think  it  entered  my  mind,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  that 
was  certainly  a  fact  which  indicated  that  they  had  been  given  the  go- 
ahead  by  somebody  at  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect. 

Senator  Er^x.  Now,  didn't  you  have  a  phone  conversation  with 
John  Ehrlichman  on  April  10.  i07.3.  at  4:50  p.m..  the  day  before  you 
were  scheduled  to  go  before  the  grand  jury  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes.  sir.  I  did. 

Senator  ER\^x.  And  didn't  John  Ehrlichman  suggest  to  yo\i  that 
you  should  empliasize  that  he  and  Bob  Haldeman  had  nothing  to  do 
with  anv  of  these  matters?  ^ 

Mr.  KAL:vtRACH.  I  don't  recall  that  that  was  what  was  stated,  but  I 
do  recall  the  convereation.  T  think  that  he  indicated  in  that  conversa- 
tion that  ^fr.  Dean  had  talked  to  both  he  and  ^[r.  Haldeman:  yes.  sir. 
T  remember  that. 

Senator  ER^^x.  Yes:  well.  Jolm  Ehrlichman  told  you  in  that  con- 
versation that  Dean  had  gone  to  tlie  prosecuting  attorney  and  was 
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scekin^r  immunify  and  tluit  he.  Dean,  had  sworn  off  on  Rob  Haidrman 
aiid.T<,'hii  Ehrlirliman.didirr  lie' 

Mt.  KAi^rRAfii.  Ithiiiktliat  is  substantially  wliat  I  renioniher. 

Senator  Ervix.  Anrl  didn't  lie  sunfircst  that  yon  testify  as  f;!r  as  you 
,  covild  so  as  to  implicate  Dean  and  exonerate  Haldeniaii  and  Ehrlich- 
man? 

Mr.  KAL3tB.\cii.  1  did  not  so  understand  it.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  to  tell  the  complete  truth. 

Senator  Ervtx.  "Well,  lefs  see.  Didn't  he  tell  you,  among  other 
things — didn't  he  say  this :  "'I  wouldn't  haul  the  President  into  it  if  I 
could  help  it." 

Didn't  Ehrlichman  ask  you  that  ? 

Mr.  Kaliibach.  Excuse  me.  .Senator,  may  I  read  this,  please? 

Senator  ER\^^'.  The  top  of  page  4. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  fairness,  wouldn't  it  be  proper 
to  give  the  witness  a  few  minutes  to  read  the  entire  document  that  has 
been  presented  to  him?  Apparently,  it  is  the  first  time  he  has  seen  it. 

Mr.  KL\L3rBACH.  It  is. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  also  like  to  say  that  it  is  my 
understanding — I  missed  it  in  your  inquiry — that  what  you  are  read- 
injr  from  is  a  question  and  answer  telepuone  conversiition  transcript, 
which  was  apparently  recorded  and  submitted  to  us  by  ilr.  Ehrlich- 
man in  the  course  of  hi;  interview.  .A.nd  also  in  fairness,  as  Senator 
Weicker  said,  to  the  record,  I  wonder  if  we  might  have  the  entire 
document  included  in  the  record  so  that  it  will  be  available  for  ready 
reference. 

ilr.  O'Connor^  May  I  say  this,  Mr.  Chairman? 

Consistent  with  the  fact  that  as  of  ^^arch  15.  when  Mr.  Kalmbach 
and  I  first  declared  that  we  would  cooperate  with  this  committee  and 
have  done  so  up  imtil  this  time.  I  believe  it  was  upon  our  advice  that 
ifr.  Dash  and  Mr.  Lenzner  became  aware  of  this  verv  tape.  We  have 
not,  however,  as  yet,  read  it  and  we  would  appreciate  that  opportunity. 

Senator  ER\nx.  I  was  under  the  impression,  and  I  am  sorr%'  if  my 
impression  was  wrong,  that  Mr.  Kalmbach  had  a  copv  of  this.  Cer- 
tainly. I  don't  want  to  be  unfair  to  anybody  and  I  certainly  would  ac- 
cord him  an  opportunity  to  read  it. 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  wonder  if  there  is  any  objection 
on  the  behalf  of  the  committee  or  the  witness  to  including  this  as  an 
exhibit  in  the  record  ? 

Senator  Ervin.  Xone. 

Senator  Baker.  May  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  it  be  included 
as  an  exhibit  in  this  record,  appropriately  numbered. 

Senator  Ervix.  That  will  be  done  and  it  will  be  numbered  as  an  ex- 
hibit and  included  in  the  record  as  such. 

["The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  77.*] 

Mr.  KAL:vrBACH.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Er\tx.  In  this  telephone  con\ersation  which  was  taped  by 
John  Ehrlichman.  is  it  not  recorded  that  John  Ehrlichman  told  you. 
and  I  refer  to  jjage  .'>,  that  they,  tliaf  is,  the  prosecuting  attornevs.  were 
trying  to  get  at  him.  tliat  is  John  Ehrlichman,  and  that  they  would 
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Exhibit  No.  77 

Conversation  with  Herb  Kiilmbach — April  19, 1973,  4 :50  p.m. 

E     Elirlit-hman 

K     Kalmbach 

E     Hi,  h(>w  are  .voii? 

K     I'm  pretty  good.  I'm  sctieduled  for  2  tomorrow  afternoon. 

E     Whore — at  the  jury  or  the  U.S.  Attorney? 

K     At  the  jury  and  I'm  scheduled  at  5  :30  this  afternoon  with  Silver. 

E     Oh,  are  you? 

K  Yeah.  I  just  wanted  to  run  through  quickly  several  things,  John,  in  line 
witli  our  conversation.  I  got  in  here  last  night  and  there  was  a  telephone 
call  from  O'Brien.  I  returned  it,  went  over  there  today  and  he  said  the 
reason  for  the  call  is  LaRiie  has  told  him  to  a.sk  him  to  call  me  to  say  that 
he  had  to  identify  me  in  connection  with  this  and  he  wanted  me  to  know 
that  and  so  on. 

B    Did  he  tell  you  about  Dean? 

K     Nope. 

E  Well  Dean  has  totally  cooperated  with  the  U.S.  Attorney  in  the  hopes  of 
getting  immunity.  Now  what  he  says  or  how  he  says  nobody  seems  to  be  able 
to  devine  but  he 

K     The  whole  enchilada? 

E     He's  throwing  off  on  Bob  and  me  heavily. 

K     He  is? 

E     Yep. 
.  K     He  is. 

B  And  taking  the  position  that  he  was  a  mere  agent.  Now  on  your  episode  he 
told  me  before  he  left,  so  to  speak,  he.  Dean,  told  me  that  reall.v  my  trans- 
action with  him  involving  you  was  virtually  my  only  area  of  liability  in  thi.s 
thing  and  I  said,  well.  John,  what  in  the  world  are  you  talking  about?  He 
said,  well  I  came  to  you  from  Jlitchell  and  I  said  Mitchell  needs  money 
could  we  call  Herb  Kalmbach  and  ask  him  to  raise  some.  And  I  said,  and 
Dean  says  to  me,  and  you  said  yes.  And  I  said  yep,  that's  right.  And  he  said 
w^ell  that  does  it.  And  I  said  well  that's  hard  for  me  to  believe,  I  don't  under- 
stand the  law  but  I  don't  think  Herb  entered  into  this  with  any  guilty  intent 
and  I  certain  didn't  and  so  I  said  I  just  find  that  hard  to  imagine.  Now 
since  then  I've  retained  conn.sel. 

K     Oh,  you  have? 

E  Very  good  and  who  agrees  with  me  that  it  is  the  remotest  kind  of  nonsense 
but  the  point  that  I  think  has  to  be  clarified,  that  I'm  going  to  clarify  if  I 
get  a  chance,  is  that  the  reason  that  Dean  had  to  come  to  me  and  to  Bob 
where  you  were  concerned  is  that  we  had  promised  you  that  you  would  not 
he  run  pillar  to  post  by  Maurice  Stans. 

K  And  also  that  you  knew  I  was  your  friend  and  you  knew  I  was  the  President's 
attorney 

E     Sure 

K     Never  do  anything  improper,  illegal,  unethical  or  whatever. 

B    Right. 

K     And 

E  But  the  point  is  that  rather  than  Mitchell  calling  you  direct  Mitchell  knew 
darn  well  that  you  were  no  longer  available. 

K     Yep 

B    Now  this  was  post  April  G.  was  it  not? 

K     Yep.  April  7. 

E  So  that  Jlitchel  and  Stans  both  knew  that  there  wa.sn't  any  point  in  calling 
you  direct  because  we  had  gotten  yo\i  out  of  that  on  the  pretext  that  you 
were  going  to  do  things  for  us. 

K     That's  right. 

E  And  .so  it  was  necessary  for  Dean  to  come  to  me  and  then  in  turn  to  Bob  and 
plead  a  very  urgent  case  without  really  getting  into  nny  snecifics  except  to 
say  you  had  to  trust  nie.  this  is  very  inioortnnt.  nnd  Mitchell  is  up  his  tre« 
or.  yoTi  know.  I  mean  is  really  worried  :  he  didn't  use  that  phra.se.  but  he  is 
really  exercised  about  this.  And  I  said  well.  John,  if  you  tell  me  it's  that 
important,  why  yes. 
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You  know  when  you  and  I  talked  and  it  was  after  John  had  priven  me 
tliat  word',  and  I  came  in  to  ask  you,  John  is  this  an  assisnment  I  have  to 
take  on?  You  said,  yes  it  is  period  and  move  fonvard.  Then  that  was  all 
that  I  needed  to  be  assured  that  I  wasn't  [Uitting  my  family  in  jeopardy. 

Sure 

iv     And  I  would  just  understand  tliat  you  and  I  are  ali.>olureIy  together  on  that. 

E  Xo  question  about  it.  Herb,  that  I  would  never  knowingly  have  put  you  la 
any  kind  of  a  si>ot.  ,      ,  ^     ,  , 

K  Yeah.  Well  and  when  we  talked  you  knew  what  I  was  about  to  do,  you  know, 
to  go  out  and  set  the  dough  for  this  purpose ;  it  was  humanitarian. 

E     It  was  a  defense  fund.  ,.       .  ,.         ,      ^  ... 

K  to  support  the  family.  Xow  the  thing  that  was  disfiuieting  about  this 

thiiig  rt-ith  O'Brien  was  that  he  .said  that  there  is  a  massive  campaign 
evidently  under  way  to  indict  all  the  lawyers  including  you,  Herb,  and  I  was 
a  little  shocke<l  and  I  gue-ss  what  I  need  to  get  from  you,  John,  is  assurance 
that  this  is  not  true.  „    ,,     ^        ,,  •     n    * 

E  -Well  I  don't  know  of  any  attempt  to  target  you  at  all.  My  hunch  is  that 
thev're  trying  to  get  at  me,  thev're  trying  to  corroborate.  See  what  they 
said  to  Dean  is  that  he  gets  no  consideration  from  them  unless  they  can 
corroborate  Haldeman  and  my  liability.  ^       .,  .         , 

K     God    if  I  can  just  make  it  plain  that  it  was  humanitarian  and  nothing  el.se. 

E  Yeah,  and  the  iioint  that  I  undoul>tedly  never  expressed  to  you  that  I  con- 
tinually operated  on  the  basis  of  Dean's  representations  to  me. 

K     Yep.  It  was  not  improper. 
E     Right. 

K     And  there  was  nothing  illegal  about  it. 

E     See,  he's  the  house  lawyer.  ,  ^.     r.      •  i     * 

K     Yep   e.\-actly  and  I  just  couldn't  believe  that  you  and  Bob  and  the  President 

just  too  good  friends  to  ever  put  me  in  the  position  where  I'd  l)e  putting  my 

family  on  the  line.  ,    ,,   r   ■     *     t-h     ....f  ;f  t-t, 

K     And  it's  just  unbelieveable.  unthinkable.  Now  shall  I  just— 1 11  just  if  1  m 

asked  by  Silver  I'll  just  lay  it  out  just  exactly  that  way. 
E     Yeah,  I  wouldn't  haul  the  President  into  it  if  you  can  help  it. 

E  But  T'think  the  iwint  that  which  I  will  make  in  the  future  if  I'm  given  the 
chance  that  vou  wre  not  under  our  control  in  any  sort  of  a  slavery  sense 
but  that  we  "had  agreed  that  you  would  not  be  at  the  beck  and  call  of  the 

K  And"of  course,  too,  that  I  act  only  on  orders  and,  you  know,  on  direction 
and' if  this  is  something  that  you  felt  sufficiently  important  and  that  you 
were  assured  it  was  altogether  proper,  then  I  would  take  it  on  because  I 
alwavs  do  it  and  alwavs  have.  And  you  and  Bob  and  the  President  kiwv  that. 

E  Yeah,"  well,  as  far  as  propriety  is  concerned  I  think  we  both  were  relying  en- 
tirely on  Dean. 

K  Yep. 

E  I  made  no  independent  judgment. 

K    Yep.  Yep. 

E     And  I'm  sure  Bob  didn't  either.  ^  ^.      *i,   *  t  ^^„'f  i.„r,Tv-  if  this  i=i 

K     Xoik;  and  I'm  just,  I  just  have  the  feeling,  John,  that  I  don  t  knon  if  this  is 

a  weak  reed,  is  it? 

K     Xo  °i  mean'are  thev  still  going  to  say  well  Herb  you  should  have  known. 

E     I  don't  know  how  you  could've.  You  didn't  make  any  inquiries  _ 

K     Xever.  And  the  only  inquiries  I  made,  John,  was  to  you  after  I  talked  to 

John  Dean.  _         ,    ,    ,    „         i„t 

E     And  vou  found  that  I  didn't  know  just  a  whole  hellu\a  lot. 
K     You  said  this  is  something  I  have  to  do  and——  r,orsnTnl 

E     Yeah,  and  the  reason  that  I  said  that,  as  you  know,  was  not  from  any  personal 

inn     rv  but  was  on  the  l«isis  of  what  had  been  represented  to  me. 
K     S.  and  then  on-to  provide  the  defense  fund  and  to  take  care  of  the 

families  of  the.se  fellas  who  were  then 
E     Indigent 
K     Not  then  been  found  guilty  or  not  guilty 
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E  And  the  point  being  liere  without  attempting  to  induce  them  ro  do  a  damn 
thing. 

K     Ab.solurely  not  and  that  was  never,  that  was  exactly  right. 

E     OK. 

K     Now,  can  I  get  into  see  you  tomorrow  before  I  go  in  there  at  2? 

E     If  you  want  to.  They'll  ask  you. 

K     -Will  they? 

E     Yep. 

K     Well,  maybe  I  shouldn't. 

E  They'll  ask  you  to  whom  you've  spoken  about  your  testimony  and  I  would 
appreciate  it  if  you  would  say  you've  talked  to  me  in  California  because  at 
that  time  I  was  investigating  this  thing  for  the  President. 

K     And  not  now? 

E     Well,  I  wouldn't  ask  you  to  lie. 

K     Xo,  I  know. 

E     But  the  point  is 

K     But  the  testimony  was  in  California 

E     The  point-i.';.  Well,  no  your  recollection  of  facts  and  so  forth. 

K     Yes,  I  agree. 

E  See,  I  don't  think  we  were  ever  seen  together  out  there  but  at  some  point 
I'm  going  to  have  to  say  that  I  talked  to  O'Brien  and  Dean  and  Magruder 
and  Mitchell  and  you  and  a  whole  lot  of  people  about  this  case. 

K     Y^eah 

B     And  so  it  would  be  consistent. 

K  Do  you  feel,  John,  that  calling  it  straight  shot  here,  do  you  feel  assured  as 
you  did  when  we  were  out  there  that  there's  no  culpability  here? 

E     Yes. 

K     And  nothing  to  worry  about? 

E     And  Hei-b  from  everything  I  hear  they're  not  after  you. 

K     Yes,  sir. 

E     From  everything  I  hear 

K     Barbara,  you  know 

E     They're  out  to  get  me  and  they're  out  to  get  Bob. 

K  My  god.  Alright,  well,  John,  it'll  be  absolutely  clear  that  there  was  nothing 
looking  towards  any  cover-up  or  anything.  It  was  strictly  for  the  humani- 
tarian and  I  ju>t  want,  when  I  talked  u>  you  I  just  want  you  to  advise  nie 
that  it  was  alright  on  that  basis. 

E     On  that  basis. 

K     To  go  forward 

E     That  it  was  necessary 

K     And  that'll  be  precisely  the  way  it  is. 

E     Yeah,  OK. 

Thanks.  Herb.  Bye 

o 
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20.     On  or  about  August  5,  1972  Kalmbach  met  In  California  with 
Thomas  Jones,  Chairman  of  Northrrjp  Corporation,  who  previously  had 
contributed  and  had  offered  to  provide  additional  funds  for  the  Presi- 
dent's campaign.  At  that  meeting  Jones  delivered  to  Kalmbach  a  wrapped 
package  of  cash  ($50,000  according  to  Jones,  and  $75,000  according  to 
Kalmbach) .   Shortly  thereafter  Ulasewlcz  came  to  California  and 
Kalmbach  covertly  delivered  $75,000  In  cash  to  Ulasewlcz  for  the 
Watergate  defendants.  Kalmbach  has  testified  that  a  few  days  there- 
after he  advised  Ehrllchman  that  In  connection  with  his  assignment  he 
had  raised  $75,000.  Ehrllchman  has  testified  that  he  places  this 
conversation  with  Kalmbach  in  April  1973  rather  than  August  1972. 

In  August  1972,  in  accordance  with  the  procedures  previously 
described  (paragraph  15),  Ulasewlcz  made  two  payments  to  Mr.  or  Mrs. 
Howard  Hunt  ($43,000  and  $18,000)  by  placing  unmarked  envelopes  con- 
taining the  money  in  lockers  at  Washington  National  Airport. 
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Mr.  Kalmbahh.  Mr.  Dash,  T  liacl  no  backproiiiul  knowledorc  at  all. 
This  is  just  the  impression  that.  I  received  and  I  thought  that  frankly, 
it  was,  again,  a  very  humane  thing. 

Mr.  Dash!  So  in  a  real  sense,  you  took  your  so-called  moral  stand- 
ard from  ill-.  Ehrlichnran's  statement  that  it  was  appropriate? 

Mr.  Kaoibach.  Well.  Mr.  Dash,  I  think  it  is  more  that  I  had  such 
trust  in  Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  that  I,  if  I  were  advised  by 
them,  assured  by  them,  in  my  mind,  there  was  no  possibility  that 
there  woidd  be  any 

Mr.  Dash.  Impropriety  ? 

J[r.  Kalmbach  [continuing].  Any  impropriety ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  at  that  time  when  you  had  been  reassured  by  Mr. 
Ehrlichman,  did  you  pick  up  any  additional  money  from  Mr.  LaRue 
while  you  were  in  Washington? 

Mr. "Kalmbach.  Yes;  I  recall  that  I  picked  up  approximately  $30,- 
000  the  next  day  that  Mr.  LaRue  gave  to  me  in  his  office  at  1701 
Pennsvlvania  Avenue. 

JIt.Dash.  Did  you  have  any  additional  instructions  with  regard 
to  that  money? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  may  have,  Mr.  Dash.  I  don't  recall. 

Mr.  Dash.  "WTiat  did  you  do  with  that  money  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  called  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  who  came  down  to  Wash- 
ington, and  stayed  at  the  Statler-Hilton,  and  I  gave  him  those  funds 
in  his  room  at  the  Statler-Hilton. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Now,  you  then  had  returned  to  California,  did 
you  not  ?         .  . 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  raise  that  additional  amount  of  money  that  you 
were  asked  to  raise  ? 

■Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  I  did.  I  called  Mr.  Thomas  Y.  Jones  sometime 
between,  I  think  it  was  August  1  and  August  5, 1  am  not  certain  as  to 
the  date,  and  indicated  that  I  would  like  to  come  by  and  see  him. 
He  had  earlier  indicated  to  me  that  he  would  have  funds  for  nie  if 
there  was  any  special  need. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he — who,  by  the  way  since  you  have  named  Mm,  who 
is  Mr.  Jones? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  He  is  chairman  of  Northrop  Corp.,  in  Califomia. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  has  he  been  a  political  contributor  to  Mr.  Nixon, 
the  President  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  he  has  pei-sonally. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  when  he  indicated  to  vou  earlier  if  you  needed  any 
help  he  would  provide  those  funds,  was  that  in  the  area  of  contributing 
to  the  President's  reelection  campaign? 

Mr.  KALjrsACH.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Now  you  called  him  and  told  him  what? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  called  him  and  I  think  I  reminded  him  on  the 
telephone  of  his  earlier  statement  to  me,  and  ho  indicated  immediately 
that  he  would  be  glad  to  see  me.  and  we  worked  out  a  time  that  was 
mutually  convenient.  I  went  to  his  office,  in  Century  City  in  West  Ixis 
Angeles,  I  think  it  was  in  mid-afternoon  and  met  with  him  there,  and 
we  had  a  15-minute  meeting  or  thereabouts,  and  he  took  from  his  desk 
a  package,  and  handed  it  to  me.  T  put  it  in  my  briefcase,  and  loft  his 
office  and  went  l)ack  to  Nowpoit  Beach. 
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iMr.  Dash.  AVhat  was  in  the  packa^^e? 

Mr.  Kalmb.vcii.  It  wjia  $7.5,000  in  f-asli. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  do  you  know  Avliat  denomination  the  money  was  in? 

Mr.  Kalmkacii.  $100  bills,  as  I  remember  it. 

Srr.  Dash.  AAHien  you  spoke  to  Mr.  Jones  did  you  tell  him  why  you 
wanted  the  money  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  No,  again  just  witli  Mr.  Stans,  I  told  him  that 
it  was  for  a  special  assignment.  I  did  not — I  told  lum  it  was  an  as- 
signment that  I  coidd  not  reveal  the  nature  of  it,  that  I  had  been  given 
the  assignment  by  one  in  authority  at  the  White  House  and  that  was 
sufficient. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  fair  to  say  that  he  would  assume  tliat  it  had 
something  to  do  with  the  campaign  to  reelect  the  President? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  think  it  would  be  yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  did  not,  did  it? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  it  was  for  the  purpose  that  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Now,  how  did  you — what  did  you  do  with  these  funds,  did  you  give 
them  to  Mr.  Ulasewicz  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Within,  I  think  it  was  the  next  day  or  possibly 
the  day  following,  Mr.  Ulasewicz  came  out  to  California  at  my  re- 
quest, and  I  met  him  in  Orange  County  in  front  of  the  Airporter  Inn  in 
Orange  County,  near  my  office  in  Newport  Beach. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  describe  how  you  gave  him  the  funds  then? 

Mr.  Kal3Ibach.  Yes,  sir.  I  asked  him  to  meet  me  in  front  of  the 
Airporter  Inn,  I  drove  over  in  my  car,  picked  him  up,  we  drove  and 
parked  and  talked,  I  gave  him  the  funds,  I  think  we  probably  re- 
viewed our  own  notes  as  to  how  much  had  been  received  and  how  much 
had  been  distributed  and  to  whom,  and  then  after,  I  think  it  was,  a 
half  hour  or  so,  I  let  him  out  in  front  of  the  Orange  County  Airport. 

Mr.  Dash.  So  again  in  method  of  transmission  of  the  fimds  it  was 
in  sort  of  a  covert  secret  method  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  did  it  in  the  automobile,  out  on  the  road  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  transferred  it  to  him  in  the  original  packet? 

Mr.  ICaljibach.  Yes,  in  the  original  packet,  I  am  certain. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  and  then  did  he  fly  back  to  New  York  ? 

Mr.  Kakmbach.  Presiunably  that  night,  although  I  am  not  certain 
of  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  ever  discuss  that  $75,000  that  you  raised  with 
Mr.  Jones  with  anyone? 

Mr.  IvALirBACH.  Well,  my  memory  is  that  within  a  few  days  after 
that  I  was  in  Washington,  and  I  think  I  saw  ilr.  Ehrlichman  at  that 
time  and  I  told  him  of  the  fact  that  I  liad  raised  $75,000  from  Mr. 
Jones  for  that  assignment.  That  is  my  recollection  of,  with  the  time 
I  met  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  think  there  were  other  things  we  dis- 
cussed. 

Mr.  Dash.  Wliat  was  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  reaction  when  you  told 
liim  you  had  raised  that  money? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  It  was  just  fine,  without  more- 


J 
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Mr.  Dash.  He  was — you  were  following  out  the  original  reassurance 
and  he  knew  you  were  doing  the  job  ? 
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would  scotch  tape  the  key  to  the  locker  where  I  made  my  drop.  [80]  * 

Then  I  would  leave  tliat  area  and  either  go  by  the  newsstand  oppo- 
site or — this  would  be  where  the  phone  booth  would  be.  This  is  a  lounge, 
where  she  would  be  coming  through  in  this  direction.  [81]*  This  is  a 
window  for  airplane  observation  by  the  public,  et  cetera,  and  I  would 
probably  be  in  this  area,  walk  there,  would  be  a  little  further  behind, 
where  I  could  watch  the  booth.  Her  directions  were  the  same  thing, 
don't  hesitate,  go  right  into  the  booth,  remove  the  key,  go  to  the  locker. 
The  locker  would  be  25  feet,  I  guess,  or  so  across  the  corridor. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  Now,  before  she  arrived  on  the  first  occasion,  did  you  ' 
also  have  a  description  of  her,  the  clothes  she  was  going  to  wear  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes ;  she  mentioned  that  day  she  would  be  wearing  a 
blue  outfit  and  I  think  she  said  her  hair  in  a  clip  back  off  the 
shoulders. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  Now,  I  believe  on  May  19  of  this  year,  when  we  went 
out  to  that  phone  booth  with  you,  there  was  some  scotch  tape  imder- 
neath  that  telephone  box  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewtccz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  Now,  did  you  observe  her  on  the  first  occasion  come 
by,  pick  up  the  key,  and  go  over  to  the  box,  which  I  think  is  N-301, 
and  remove  funds  that  you  had  left  there? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  see  her  do  that  on  other  occasions  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  On  two  other  occasions. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  Now,  the  first  occasion,  how  much  money  did  you 
leave  in  that  box  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  $40,000. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  The  second  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  will  just  refer  to  the  notes. 
^.^^     Mr.  Lenzner.  Sure. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  mentioned  there  was  one  occasion  thrt  ilr.  Hunt 
came.  I  mentioned  actually  there  were  four  drops  to  the  Hunts. 

Mr.  Lenzjher.  Four  drops  to  the  Hunts — three  to  Mrs.  Himt  and  one 
to  Mr.  Hunt? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct.  There  were  $43,000  the  second  time, 
$18,000  the  third,  and  $53,500  on  the  last  occasion,  which  was  Septem- 
ber 19. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  All  right,  sir.  Now,  I  take  it  you  had  the  telephone 
booth  under  observation  from  the  loimge  after  you  left  the  key  until 
at  some  point  when  Mi-s.  Hunt  picked  up  the  key  I 
^^^^^^    Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  What  if  someone  had  come  in  and  found  that,  Mr. 
Ulasewicz,  while  you  were  watching? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Well,  he  would  be  veiy  quickly  relieved  of  that  key. 
I  think  that  is  the  best  I  can  answer.  Why  put  myself  in  that  position? 

Mr.  Lenzner.  I  take  it  that  was  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  booth 
under  observation? 

Mr.  I'lasewicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  tliere  come  a  time  when  you  were  instructed  by 
Mr.  Kalinbach  to  deliver  funds  to  Mr.  Liddy? 

Mr.  T^lasewicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Do  you  remember  appi"oximately  when  that  was^ 

•Flfc'uri's  In  brackets  ludlcate  oxhibU  numbers  beiusr  reforretl  to.  Esliiblts  appoar  on 
Pl>.  22-2'<-2-2:M. 
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J^n!n  p'-^^f^'^c^;.-'^'^' there  was  nothin-  of  whom  we  were  speakin- 
LSut  tins— at  one  tune  he  said  to  me  whom  slie  was  meetin'r  There  was 
some  coaversation.  I  recall,  wl,ere  slie  conducted  some  tvpe-there  was 
a  sit-down  derd  wifh  defendants  from  time  to  time.  Like  when  she 
mentioned  McCords  financial  diftictdties,  that  he  was  contemplatm' 
mortgaging  his  residence  and  she  mentioned  the  fellows  down  Soutlf 
which  IS  indicative  of  the  fact  that  there  were  some  meetings  going  on: 

Mr  bHURE,  Then  slie  was  meeting  with  the  defendants?  ^   "^      '^ 

Mr.  Llasewicz.  With  the  defendants. 

Mr.  Shuke.  But  did  she  give  you  any  indication  that  she  was  nieet- 

o  h^rl  ilT^""''        ""  ^■°',''"  '"'^  ^oncevning  how  much  money  slie  was 
to  be  paid  by  your  sources? 

Mr.  ULASEmcz.  Actually,  I  had  no  side.  I  was  kind  of  a  loner 
However.  I  would  take  it  up  with  Mr.  Kalmbach  and  the  answer  would 

Mr.  Shure  Well,  you  ^yere,  then,  the  only  person  that  was  couvev- 
ing  her  mitial  demands  or  her  subsequent  demands^ 

Mr.  Ll-vsewicz.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  I  was  the  onlv  person 
that  went  through  this  with  her.  " 'v  p*-ibon 

mnt'  if'J'"'^'  ?lr  u  T"^  ^'^^'"  *°.y°"  *^^t  after  the  demands  were 
znSjct  J  li  dS?"^  ■'^"^  ^-^"-^^^  ^^  ^-'  ^^«  ^-«-^  *^^t  you  were 

Mr.  Ulaseavicz.  Correct. 
k?/,^v.^k'^'';i^^*'*'-'^  '■^^''''  ^  ^^""^  conversation  you  liad  with  :Hr. 
If  yoTi  recam      '  '"'"^       ''*       ''"^'  ^°""*^^'  ^'^^*-  "^^^^"^  '^^^^  '^  t^^*- 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Thas  was  August  3  to  5,  in  California. 

Mr.  ^HURE.  And  that  entire  conversation  took  place  in  tlie  car? 

Mr.  L  L.\sEvvicz.  In  the  car. 

Mr.  Shure.  And  that  was  the  occasion  that  you  received  the  last 
payment  of  $75,000  from  Mr.  Kalmbach  ?  «teivea  tne  last 

Ml"-  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct 


.u^^^i  S«^RE.  Mr.  Kalmbach  indicated  yestei-day  in  his  testimonv 
that  he  came  o  a  conclusion  somewhere  along  the  way  that  he  had 
to  get  out  of  this  business  of  paying  off  the  mSney.  Was  it  your  su- 
gestion  to  him  that  you  both  get  out  of  this  business  ?  ^  " 

Mr.  Llasewicz.  It  sure  was. 

Mr.  Shure.  In  other  words,  you  brought  it  up  to  him ' 
wise!"'  ^'^^^^'''^-  ^^'  ^°*^  i"  phone  calls  prior  to  this  meeting,  like- 

llr  ^fr'™""  ^^'^^J'^s  ^r^--  Kalmbach's  response  to  these  phone  calls  ? 
what  u^JtoT'"'-  ^'  ru-  ^'"^"»  '"^'■^  ^"^^  "^°^«  concerned  about 
tClhts  t%nT^  T'  """"^  '"'  ';'.^/'°"  ^'"^^  "^"'^'^  *he  same  as  mv  own 
pvo^r  'i  ^  ''."'^  engulfed  or  caught  in  some  sort  of  flow  of 
wav  t\W  TT^^*i=^.t  ^^«  did  not  contemplate  or  anticipate  in  any 
wa>.  U  e  started  out  doing  what  we  considered  were  legal  and  for  pur 
fs  exud'ed'lh  ;'"'^  l^';  ^'^^V?5-h,  in  all  my  conversati^ons,  if  the  w^ord 
any  .va^'  "  ""^""^  ''^  ^'^  *°  '"^-  ^e  didn't  have  to  go  into  it  in 

iVlien  we  were  in  the  automobile,  this  was  the  final  thincr  that  we 
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Mr.  Jones  is  Chief  Executive  Officer  of  the 
Northrup  Corporation;  Century  City,  California. 

Mr.  Jones  stated  that  he  made  his  regular 
contribution  to  the  Republican  Party  towards  the 
end  of  February  1972.   At  that  time  he  informeci 
Mr.  Herbert  Kalmbach,  to  the  effect,  if  there  is 
a  need  for  something  again,  while  he  couldn't 
promise,  Mr.  Kalmbach  could  call  him. 

14t.   Jones  pledged  $50,000  in  February. 

Sometime  near  the  end  of  July  1972,  Mr,  Jones 
stated  he  got  a  call  from  Mr.  Kalmbach  advising 
him  that  he,  f-Ir.  Kalmbach,  thought  there  was  a  real 
need  for  more  funds,  and  iAr.    Jones  told  him  to 
come  by  his  office.   Mr.  Kalmbach  told  him  he  needed   /" 
$50,000  in  cash, 

Mr.  Ka-lmbach  came  by  Mr.  Jones's  office 
sometime  betv/een  August  1st  and  August  5th,  and  ^ 

^4r.  Jones  handed  him  a  wrapped  package  of  money. 
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Mr.  Jones  claims  the  money  totaled  $50,000  which 
he  claims  was  his  ovm  personal  money  which  he 
returned  from  a  safe  in  his  home.   He  turned  this 
money  over  to  Mr.  Kalmhach  with  the  understanding  that 
it  was  to  be  used  in  the  campaign.   Mr.  Jones  denies 
that  Mr.  Kalmbach  indicated  any  special  need  for  the' 
money . 

Ms,  Jones  stated  that  Mr.  Kalmbach  did  call 
him  later  that  day  or  the  following  day  Indicating 
there  was  $75,000  in  the  package.   Mr.  Jones  stated 
in  no  way  was  there  $75,000_,  just  $50,000, 

Mr.  Jones  admitted  he  met  with  John  Mitchell 
several  times  after  that  but  denied  there  was  any 
connection  between  his  contribution(s)  and  the 
meetings.   He  stated  that  he  met  with  Mitchell  after 
he  was  told  that  Mitchell  was  the  person  in  the 
Administration  who  would  know  what  other  persons  to 
contact  in  pursuit  of  the  Northrup  Corporation   ' 
business  ventures  in  foreign  countries.   Jones 
stated  that  he  or  his  corporation  did  not  need 
anything  from   the  Administration  in  the  way  of 
favors  but  instead,  he  and  his  organization  needed 
to  know  whom   they  should  keep  informed  and  have 
approval  of  sales,  etc,  within  the  Administration, 
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yo!i  tolil  liirn,  accoi-dir.;r  to  Mr.  K;ilnil):ir]\"s  tesHmnny  that.  yt-s.  it  was 
iniportnnt  that  he  do  it  and  that  had  to  l^e  secrotod  and  that  if  they 
did  not  do  it  that  way  they  might  have  their  head  in  their  lap.  The 
rcrord  will  show  it  so. 

]Mr.  EiiRLiciiirAX.  As  you  see.  my  recollection  before  he  testified  is 
the  same  as  it  is  now. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now.  in  August  1972,  we  have  had  testimony  on  this,  but 
I  am  just  raising  this. 

Mr.  Ehrlicii^lvn'.  We  had  testimony  on  all  of  that. 

Mr.  D.vsH.  Well,  I  know,  but  right  now  it  is  a  question  of  bringing 
some  of  this  down  to  a  little  more  finiteness  than  we  have  had  it.  You 
called  Mr.  Petersen  and  asked  that  Mr.  Stans  not  go  to  the  grand 
jury.  You  did  that  in  August  1972.  I  think  we  have  had  plenty  of 
testimony  on  that. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Do  we  know  that?  I  was  not  able  to  fix  that  date. 
What  date  do  you  have  for  that? 

Mr.  Dash.  Sometime  in  August  of  1972. 

ilr.  Ehruchilyx.  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  do  not  have  the  specific  date. 

Now,  do  you  recall  meeting  Mr.  Kalmbach  again  on  August  8?  It 
is  in  your  diary  that  you  did. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Not  with  regard  to  any  specifics  that  were  dis- 
cussed in  the  meeting.  I  see  it  on  the  log  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it 
took  place. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right,  now  Mr.  Kalmbach's  recollection  was  that 
after  he  had  that  meeting  with  you,  he  then  went  out  and  he  obtained 
some  private  funds  from  a  private  contributor,  $75,000,  and  that  when 
he  saw  you  on  the  8th,  that  he  just  reported  to  you  that  he  was  able 
to  raise  $75,000  from  a  private  campaign  contributor  for  this  defense 
fund.  Do  you  recall  his  reporting  to  you  that  he  was  able  to  raise 
.that  money  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  had  the  impression  that  that  was  what  he  was 
telling  me  July  14  out  in  his  office  because  we  discussed  his  use  of 
Tony  IJlasewicz  to  carry  money,  and  my  impression  was  that  he  was 
carrying  that  from  the  west  coast  to  the  east  coast.  I  never  did  know 
the  amount  that  he  raised  until  I  talked  to  Mr.  Kalmbach  in  April 
of  this  year  while  I  was  conducting  this  inquiry,  and  I  don't  recall 
his  ever  telling  me  who  it  was  that  he  raised  the  money  from,  although 
I  heard  him  testify  to  the  effect  that 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  tell  you  how  much  he  raised  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax".  I  think  in  April  he  did,  yes.  I  think  he  told  me 
$70,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  I  mean  earlier.  I  am  talking  about  some  time  in 
August. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  No.  I  don't  think  I  knew  about  it  before  April 
of  this  year. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  k-now  at  all  that  he  raised  it  from  a  private 
campaign  contributor? 

Mr.  EHRLicH:vtAx.  Campaign  contributor? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes.  Somebody  who  had  been  giving  campaign  fimds  for 
the  reelection  of  the  President. 
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ilr.  EriKLiCHr^rAx.  T  think  lie  dcscribwl  to  me  that  it  was  a  business— 
my  nnpiession  was  it  was  two  people  and  they  were  in  Calitoinia  and 
that  was  all  the  description  that  I  think  I  had. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  that  raise  any  problem  in  your  mind  that  mavbe  Mr 
Jvalmbach  was  goiuff  to  cam[>aio;n  contributors  for  defense  funds^ 
■  A  r^"  ^^HKLiCHMAX.  No.  I  didn't  connect  the  two,  I  don't  believe 

Mr.  Dash.  All  rijxht.  Now,  after  June  17.  the  date  of  the  break-in, 
what  information  did  you  have,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  about  Mr  Ma<rru- 
der  s  involvement  in  the  Watergate  ?  Shortly  after 

Mr  EmsLiCHSTAx.  There  was  a  lot  o^-there  was  a  lot  of  suspicion 
shortly  after  and  I  would  put  this  in,  say.  the  first  6  weeks  after  the 
break-in,  a  good  deal  of  suspicion  of  Mr.  Jlagruder  largely  based  on 
wtiat  Mr.  bloan  was  saying  to  people,  and  so  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
speculation  that  I  can  recall  daring  that— during  that  period  of  time 
and  It  culminated  in  the  conversation  which  Mr.  Dean  and  I  had  with 
the  Attorney  General  on  July  31.  where  this  was  specificallv  discusse<l: 
l!if;,%iT  .^^,^g™der's  involvement.  The  Attorney  General  said  based 
on  the  bHi  interviews  and  prosecuting  attorneys'  examination  into  Mr 
Magruders  involvement,  that  it  appeared  that  anv  involvement  that  he 
Mn  J  f  ,  money  and  there  was  a  square  dispute  between  Mr. 

Magruder  and  Mr.  Sloan  as  to  the  truth  of  the  assertion  about 

ii^;,?  fif  ?  ^f  ■%V"'"''^''^'"'"*'  ^"^  *^^^  ^^^  Attomev  General  antici- 
pated that  Mr  Magruder  might  possibly  be  going  to  take  the  fifth 
amendment  before  the  grand  jury.  J'        s      s  e  tue  nitn 

Now,  that  remained  the  open  question,  so  far  as  I  knew,  until  Dean 
or  someone  told  me  that  Magruder  had  in  fact  testified  to  the  grand 
]ui7,  and  then  as  matters  unfolded,  he  testified  at  the  trial  and  he  was 

ZIT'^  '?  .  w'  '""^^  '^"  *™*^  ^"d  ^'  ^^"i«  «"t'  sort  of  the-^Turof 
the  shadow  at  that  point. 

•  time'tW^ri  ;Vt"^^^^"*  were  you  aware  that  during  this  period  of 

diiiv  Srlf  '    I-  ^^^*?™^l^'  f^-  I>ean,  were  in  frequent  meetings 
^  daily  meetings,  discussing  the  fact  that  Magruder's  involvement-^ 

Mr.  XLHRLICHMAX.  No. 

tJ[\?f",^''°1^'^''''''^)-  ^^"^  *^«  ^'''ct  that  JUagruder  was  goin-  to 
tell  a  particular  story  to  the  grand  jury «  »     ^«  lo 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  No,  I  was  not. 

inform  yor*  ^^''  ^""'^  ^''''  *''*'^'*^  ^'  ^'*'*^  ^"  ^  "''^^^°°  ''^'^^  ^«  ^i^ 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Yes,  well,  that  is  not  correct, 
ent  with  Af;        ^■'"^"^^  «f  f'-^^t'  if  he  had,  it  would  not  be  inconsist- 
the  r   ni      n'^^'"T  "'  ^^^  P^'^""*^  °^  *^^  Attornev  General,  where 
Hent   ifTn  ^-Srn''  "'P^'"''^^  'Y''.  ^'"^^  ""*^^"g  «^  ^^'-  ^'^^'^  being    • 
not  let  the  Attorney  General  know  about  it. 

Mr.  Ehri^ictimax.  Would  you  repeat  that  question? 
1    ■  .   ^""i"'  -'■  ^''^^  saying,  yon  said  the  only  time  vou  had  anv  rlenr 
Mat'uK  •;•  1  '''''  T"  '-^"^-e^f^-neraPs  understanding-If  Mr 

and  told  him  there  was  no  involvement.  Is  that  tnie« 

Mr.  hHRLicHMAX.  ^rr.  Mairruder  and 

Mr.  Dash.  The  Attorney  General 
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20.J>_  DOROTHY  HUNT  MEMORANDUM,    OCTOBER  2,    1972 

Octob^jr  2,    1972 

Mo'-nocanduja  Lo :   i-'j:-  V.M.lliam  O.  EiL^-^^tan 

Fro.-n:   Dorothy  Hunt 

Subject:   Accounting  of  Monies  Received 

In  July,  I  received  and  paid  out  the  follov/ing  amounts: 

$5j000         Bail  money  for  Frank  Sturgis 

$15 J  000  Income  replacement  James  KcCord 

$12;,000  Bail  at  $4,000  each  for  i^essrs. 

Earlcer,  Martinez  and  Gonzalez 

$  6,000  Income  replacement  for  Mr.  Barker 

$  4,000  In-come  replacement  for  Mr.  Sturgis 

$30,000  Income  replacement  for  Mr.  Hunt  and  Mrs.  Hunt 

$  3,000  Income  replacem.ent  for  Mr,  Martinez 

$  3,000  Income  replacement  for  I4r.  Gonzalez 

$10,000  Under  table  bail  money  for  Mr.  .Barker 

(Note'i  Income  replacement  was  for  a  period  of  July-^Uox?*.) 

In  Augu5.t.^  I  gave  lir^  Barker  a  total  of  $3,000  for  expenses 

of  travel  for  himself  and  others  and  for  telephone  expenses, 
and  for  interest  paid  on  pav/ning  of  wife's  jewelry. 

In  other  words,  I  received  a  total  of  $33,000  and  have  paid 
out  $91,000  (using  the  final  $3,000  from  my  own  funds) 

You  already  have  an  accounting  of  the  $53,500  received  on 
September  19th. 
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21.     On  August  10,  1972  Herbert  Porter  testified  falsely  before  the 
Watergate  Grand  Jury  that  the  money  he  had  paid  Liddy  prior  to  the 
Watergate  break-in  was  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  regard- 
ing plans  by  radical  groups  to  disrupt  political  rallies . 
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Mr.  Porter.  All  of  it. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  How  have  you  now  arrived  at  the  figure  you  have 
just  given  us? 

Mr.  Porter.  I  have  had  ample  opportunity  to  go  back  and  recall 
as  best  I  know  how  each  of  the  transactions  in  which  I  went  and  got 
money  from  Mr.  Sloan  and  gave  it  to  others,  and  to  the  best  of  my 
ability  I  have  come  up  with  those  figures. 

Mr.  DoRSE.x.  And  is  it  your  best  recollection  and  knowledge  that 
you  received  from  Mr.  Sloan  a  total  of  appro.ximately  $69,000? 

Mr.  Porter.   Yes,  sir;  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  DoRSEx.  Mr.  Porter,  when  did  you  first  become  aware  of  the 
break-in  at  the  Watergate? 

Mr.  Porter.  Saturday,  June  17,  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  And  briefly  how  did  you  become  aware? 

Mr.  Porter.  Well,  sir,  that  was  a  weekend  which  we  were  having 
a  large  party  at  a  private  residence  in  California  for  a  lot  of  the 
celebrities  who  were  going  to  be  supporting  the  President  during  the 
campaign,  and  it  was  on  that  trip  that  apparently  the  word,  the  news 
broke  Saturday  morning  here  and  was  relayed  to  some  of  the  campaign 
officials  with  whom  I  was  traveling  at  the  time  and  I  learned  it  from 
them. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Following  the  break-in  at  the  Watergate,  did  you 
have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Jeb  Magruder  concerning  any  state- 
ments you  might  make  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  Where  and  when  did  this  conversation  occur? 

Mr.  Porter.  I  would  say  that  appro.ximately  10  or  11  days,  I  am 
not  sure  of  the  exact  date,  whether  it  was  June  28  or  the  29th,  but  in 
that  time  frame,  Mr.  Magruder  asked  me  to  come  in  to  liis  office, 
which  I  did.  He  shut  the  door  and  he  told  me  that  he  had  just  come 
from  a  meeting  wdth  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  LaRue,  himself,  and  a  fourth 
party  whose  name  I  cannot  remember,  where  my  name  had  been 
brought  up  as  someone  who  could  be,  what  was  the  term  he  used, 
counted  on  in  a  pinch  or  a  team  player  or  words  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  DoRSEx.   You  are  now  recounting  what  Mr.  Magruder  told  you. 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  Please  continue. 

Mr.  Porter.  Pie  said  that  I  believe  at  that  time  Mr.  Liddy  had 
been  fired  from  the  campaign.  He  said  it  was — "apparent"  was  the 
word  he  used — that  Mr.  Liddy  and  others  had  on  their  own,  illegally 
participated  in  the  break-in  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee, 
and  iVIr.  MaCTuder  swore  to  me  that  neither  he  nor  anybody  higher 
than  Mr.  Liddy  in  the  campaign  organization  or  at  the  White  House 
had  any  involvement  w-hatsoever  in  Watergate,  at  the  Watergate 
break-in,  and  reinforced  that  by  saj^ing,  "Doesn't  that  sound  like 
something  stupid  that  Gordon  would  do?"  and  you  have  to  know 
Mr.  Liddy,  I  agreed  with  that.  [Laughter.] 

He  said,  "I  want  to  assure  you  now  that  no  one  did."  He  said, 
however,  "There  is  a  problem  with  some  of  the  money.  Now,  Gordon 
was  authorized  money  for  some  dirty  tricks,  nothing  illegal,  but 
nonetheless,  things  that  could  be  very  embarrassing  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  and  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  Mr.  Haldeman  and 
others.  Now,  your  name  was  brought  up  as  someone  who  we  can  count 
on  to  help  in  this  situation,"  and  I  asked  what  is  it  you  are  asking 
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me  to  do,  and  he  said,  "Would  you  corroborate  a  story  that  the 
money  was  authorized  for  something   a  little  bit  more   legitimate 
sounding  than  dirty  tricks,  even  though  the  dh-ty  tricks  were  legal,  it 
still  would  be  very  embarrassing.  You  are  aware  that  the  Democrats 
have  filed  a  civil  suit  against  this  committee."  I  said,  "Yes,  I  have 
read  that  in  the  paper."  He  said,  "Do  you  know  what  immediate 
discovery  is?"  I  said,  "I  do  not.  They  may  get  immediate  discovery, 
which  means  they  can  come  ia  at  any  moment  and  swoop  in  on  our 
committee  and  take  all  of  the  files  and  subpena  all  of  the  records 
and  you  know  what  would  happen  if  they  did  that."  I  conjured  up 
in  my  mind  that  scene  and  became  rather  excitable  and  knew  I  didn't 
want  to  see  that.  So  I  said,  "Well,  be  specific,"  and  he  said,  "Well, 
you  were  in  charge  of  the  surrogate  campaign,  you  were  very  con- 
cerned about  radical  elements  disrupting  rallies,  and  so  forth,"  and  I 
said  yes,  and  he  said,  "Suppose  that  we  had  authorized  Liddy  instead 
of  the  dirty  tricks,  we  had  authorized  him  to  infiiltrate  some  of  these 
radical  groups.  How  could  such  a  program  have  cost  8100,000?"  And 
I  thought  very  quickly  of  a  conversation  I  had  had  with  a  young 
man  in  California  in  December,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  and  I  said,  "Jeb, 
that  is  very  easy.  You  could  get  10  college-age  students  or  24-  or 
25-year-old   students,   people,    over   a   period   of    10   months."    Mr. 
Magruder  had  prefaced  his  remark  by  saying  from  December  on.  And 
I  said,  "You  can  pay  them  $1,000  a  month  which  they  would  take 
their  expenses  ouo  of  that,  and  that  is  $100,000.  That  is  not  very 
much  for  a  $45  million  campaign."  And  he  said,  "Now  that  is  right; 
would  you  be  willing,  if  I  made  that  statement  to  the  FBI,  would  you 
be  willing  to  corroborate  that  when  I  came  to  you  in  December  and 
asked  you  how  much  it  would  cost,  that  that  is  what  you  said?" 
That  was  the  net  effect,  the  net  of  his  question.  I  thought  for  a  moment 
and  I  said,  "Yes,  I  probably  would  do  that."  I  don't  remember  saymg 
yes,  but  I  am  sure  I  gave  Mr.  Magruder  the  impression  I  would 
probably  do  that  and  that  was  the  end  of  the  conversation. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Now,  Mr.  Porter,  did  the  conversation  you  agreed  to 
tell  the  FBI  actually  take  place? 

Mr.  Porter.  Sir?  •  i,  -ir 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Did  the  conversation  which  you  agreed  vnth  Mr. 
Magruder  that  you  would  tell  to  the  FBI  actually  take  place  m 
December  of  1971? 

Mr.  Porter.  No,  sir;  it  did  not  take  place  in  December. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Later,  did  you  tell  the  FBI  what  Mr.  Magruder  asked 
you  to  tell  them? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  And  subsequent  to  that,  did  you  appear  before  a 
Federal  grand  jury? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Were  you  asked  about  the  surrogate  candidate  pro- 
gram? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  WTiat  did  you  tell  the  Federal  grand  jurj'? 

\Tr.  Porter.  The  same  thing. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Were  you  a  witness  at  the  trial  of  the  seven  defendants 
who  were  indicted  in  the  Watergate  case? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DoRSEX.  And  did  you  give  the  same  account? 
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Mr.  ThompsOiV.  I  have  no  further  questions. 

Senator  Ervin.  You  talked  to  Magruder  before  you  went  before 
the  grand  jury  in  August  of  1972? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  And  you  agreed  to  testify  that  during  December 
1971  you  had  told  Magruder  that  it  would  require  about  8100,000 
for  the  dirty  tricks  episode? 

Mr.  Porter.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  For  what  episode? 

Mr.  Porter.  What  I — - 

Senator  Ervin.  You  had  estimated. 

^I^.  Porter.  Yes,  that  is  correct;  not  for  dirty  tricks,  for  infor- 
mation-gathering from  radical  groups. 

Senator  Ervin.  From  radical  groups. 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  Mr.  Magruder  had  attempted  to  get  you  to  swear 
to  some  other  things  which  you  say  were  not  true. 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  You  refused  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  Then  you  went  before  the  grand  jury  and  you 
testified  in  August  of  1972  and  that  is  the  only  time  you  have  been 
before  the  grand  jury. 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  Then  about  the  last  of  March,  Mr.  McCord  wrote 
a  letter  to  Judge  Sirica  which  came  out  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  It  was  about  that  time  that  Mr.  Magruder  called 
you. 

Mr.  Porter.  Shortly  after  that. 

Senator  Ervin.  And  told  you  things  were  getting  hot. 

Mr.  Porter.  No,  sir;  that  was  on  April  9. 

Senator  Ervin.  Well 

Mr.  Porter.  For  himself,  he  said. 

Senator  Ervin.  Yes.  You  came  down  to  Washington  after  you 
received  the  phone  call  from  Mr.  Magruder? 

Mr.  Porter.  Well,  I  was  already  planning  to  come  down  to  Wash- 
ington. 

Senator  Ervin.  When  did  you  come? 

Mr.  Porter.  On  the  evening  of  April  12. 

Senator  Ervin.  And  was  that  when  Magruder  suggested  to  you 
that  you  go  and  talk  to  the  counsel  for  the  committee,  that  is,  Kenneth 
Parkinson? 

Mr.  Porter.  No,  sir,  Mr.  Chainnan. 

Senator  Ervin.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  I  believe  Mr.  McCord's  letter  to  Judge  Sirica 
was  made  public  in  a  story  in  the  Washington  Post  on  a  Saturday 
morning  toward  the  end  of  March,  the  20th,  something — 24th,  25th, 
something  like  that. 

Senator  Ervin.  Anvway,  you  talked  to  Parkinson  and  O'Brien  on 
the  2Sth  of  March. 

Mr.  Porter.   Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Senator  Ervin.  And  you  did  that  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Magruder. 
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UNITED    STATES    DISTRICT    COURT 
FOR    THE    DISTRICT    OF    COLUiMBIA 


UNITED    STATES    OF    AKERICA 


V. 


JED    STUART   MAGRUDER 


•lAf./.- 


Criminal    lio . 


Aiv'ito  F,  DAVSY.  CbrK 


T/s-yj 


violation  of  13  U'.S.C.  i  371 
(Conspiracy  to  unlav/fully  inter- 
cept wire  and  oral  communications, 
to  obstruct  justice,  and  to  de- 
fraud the  United  States  of  America) 


INFORMATION 


The  United  States  of  America,  by  its  Attorney,  the 
Special  Prosecutor,  VJatergate  Special  Prosecution  Force, 
charges : 

1.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  Democratic 
National  Corrmittee,  an  unincorporated  association,  v/as  the 
organization  responsible  for  conducting  the  affairs  of  the 
Democratic  Party  of  the  United  States.   Its  offices  were 
at  the  Watergate  Office  Building,  2600  Virginia  Avenue, 

N.  W.  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

2.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  Committee  for 
the  Re-Blection  of  the  President  was  conducting  campaign 
activities  on  behalf  of  the  re-election  of  Richard  M.  Nixon 
as  President  of  the  United  States,  with  office  and  head- 
quarters at  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue-,  N.  W.  in  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

3.  At  all  tim.es  material  herein,  the  United  States 
Attorney's  Office  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  were  parts  of  the  Department 
of  Justice,  an  agency  of  the  United  States. 

4.  On  June  5,  1972,  a  Grand  Jury  of  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  was  duly 
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9.   On  or  about  August  10,  1972,  Herbert  Lloyd 
Porter  testified  falsely  before  a  Federal  Grand  Jury 
sitting  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

10.  Around  or  before  August  16,  1972.,  in  the 
District  of  Colurnbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  attended  meet- 
ings on  the  fourth  floor  of  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.V7. 
where  the  false,  misleading  and  deceptive  statement  pre- 
viously made  by  JEB  STUART  IIAGRUDER  to  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  was  further  refined  and  developed  in 
preparation  for  his  appearance  before  the  Grand  Jury. 

11.  On  or  about  August  16,  1972,  in  the  District 

of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  testified  falsely  before 
the  Grand  Jury. 

12.  On  or  about  Septem.ber  12,  1972,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  attended  a  meeting  on 
the  fourth  floor  of  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.  W.  to 
compose  and  develop  Magruder's  proposed  testimony  in  prepara- 
tion for  another  appearance  before  the  Grand  Jury. 

13.  On  or  about  September  13,  1972,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  I^GRUDER  testified  falsely  before 
the  Grand  Jury. 

14.  On  or  about  January  23,  1973,  in  the  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER 
gave  false,  deceptive  and  misleading  material  testimony 
during  the  trial  of  Criminal  Case  No.  1827-72,  entitled 
United  States  v/  Gordon  Liddy,  et  al . 

15.  On  or  about  January  23,  1973,  in  the  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  Herbert  Lloyd  Porter 
gave  false,  deceptive  and  misleading  material  testimony 
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22.     On  August  18,  1972  Jeb  Magruder  testified  falsely  before 
the  Watergate  Grand  Jury  that  CRP  had  paid  Gordon  Liddy  to  conduct 
lawful  intelligence  projects.  Magruder  has  testified  that  he  felt 
it  important  that  the  story  of  the  Watergate  break-in  did  not  come 
out  in  its  true  form,  and  he  volunteered  to  work  on  the  cover-up 
story.  Prior  to  his  grand  jury  testimony  Magruder  met  at  different 
times  with  John  Mitchell  and  John  Dean.  Magruder  has  testified  that 
Dean,  Mitchell  and  others  helped  prepare  him  for  his  grand  jury 
appearance.  Mitchell  has  testified  that  he  attended  a  meeting  with 
Magruder  and  others  where  Magruder  outlined  the  nature  of  the  testimony 
that  he  was  going  to  give.  Dean  has  testified  that  he  informed  H.  R. 
Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman  about  Magruder 's  proposed  story  and 
Herbert  Porter's  proposed  corroboration  of  it.  Ehrlichman  has  denied 
that  he  was  so  advised.  Magruder  has  testified  that  his  reason  for 
testifying  falsely  was  that  "if  it  had  gotten  out  that  people  like 
Mr.  Mitchell  and  others  had  been  Involved  at  that  point  in  time,  1 
honestly  thought  that  his  [the  President's]  re-election  would  be 
probably  negated." 
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samewliere  between  SIOO.OOO  and  $125,000.  iii)pro.\iniatfly.  That  was 
my  f^uesstimate. 

Mr.  Porter  indicated  that  he  iiad  di3tril)uted  about  S-20,000  or  -S^JO.OOO 
to  Mr.  Liddy,  so  I  assumed  that  Mr.  Sloan  probably  distributed  some- 
where under  $100,W0. 

Now,  I  will  fully  admit  that  I  had  hoped  that  the  figure  was  as  low- 
as  possible  and  we  all  hoped  that  it  was  low.  ilr.  Sloan  would  not  tell 
me  what  the  figure  was.  He  refused  to  tell  me  the  figure.  He  said,  I 
cannot  tell  you  the  figure. 

I  said,  just  tell  me  what  it  is  so  we  can  work  on  the  solution  of  this 
problem.  If  we  do  not  know  how  much  you  gave  Mr.  Liddy,  how  can 
we  determine  what  the  money  went  for? 

On  the  third  meeting,  he  and  I  went  out  and  had  a  couple  of  drinks 
and  he  still  would  not  discuss  the  facts  of  this  situation  with  me.  I  did 
not  at  that  time  or  in  any  of  those  meetings  ask  him  to  do  anything 
relating  to  money  other  than  tell  me  what  the  figure  was  and  that  I 
hoped  it  was  a  low  figure.  And  I  certainly  did  hope  it  was  a  low  figure. 
But  I  had  no  problem  accepting  a  higher  figure,  because  I  thought  we 
could  work  something  out  relating  to  any  figure  within  reasonable 
limits. 

I  think  the  real  pi-oblem  was  that  he  knew  it  was  $199,000  and  I  was 
aghast  at  that  figure,  because  there  was  no  way  Mr.  Liddy  should  have 
received  that  much  money  in  that  short  period  of  time.  It  was  only 
2\'2  months  since  its  approval. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  Mr.  Magruder,  you  said  you  needed  some  of  this 
information  to.  work  out  a  solution.  Is  it  not  true  that  sometime  after 
the  time  you  returned  to  Washington  from  California  and  during  the 
months  of,  say,  Jime,  July,  or  August,  that  there  came  a  time  wlien 
you  agreed  to  make  up  a  story  about  how  the  break-in  and  the  bugging 
took  place  and  who  was  Involved  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes.  I  want  to  state  here,  though,  that  there  was 
never  any  feeling  on  ray  part,  no  one  asked  me  to  do  an}i;hing.  I  per- 
sonally felt  that  it  was  important  to  be  sure  that  this  story  did  not 
come  out  in  its  true  form  at  that  time,  as  I  think  did  the  other  partici- 
pants. So  I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  no  one  coerced  me  to  do  anything. 
I  volunteered  to  work  on  the  coverup  story. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  on  your  volunteering  to  work  on  it,  wlio  participated 
with  you  without  coercing  you  in  the  working  up  of  the  fabricated 
story  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Well,  there  were,  from  the  time  of  tlie  break-in  to  my 
second  grand  jury  appearance  and  then  actually  into  my  tliird  grancl 
jury  appearance  in  September,  a  series  of  meetings.  These  meetings  do 
not  appear  on  my  calendar  because  thej-  were  ad  hoc  meetings,  they 
were  not  planned  meetings.  They  were  mainly  held  in  Mr.  Mitchell's 
office.  The  main  participants  typically  were  ilr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  LaRue, 
Mr.  Mardian,  and  Mr.  Dean,  although  many  other  people  met  in  these 
meetings.  Much  of  the  meetings  would  be  on  subjects  that  were 
perfectly,  I  think,  acceptable  to  discuss. 

You  know,  it  is  ver^y  hard  for  me  to  pinpoint  exactly  when  and  how 
we  came  up  with  the  coverup  story,  but  it  became  apparent,  when  we 
found  out  the  sums  were  in  the  $'200,000  range,  that  we  had  to  come  up 
with  a  \cry  good  story  to  justify  why  Mr.  Liddy  would  have  spi-nt  that 
amount  of  money  on  legal  ;u-ti\ities. 
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Mr.  Dash.  AVhat  was  that  story,  Mr.  Magnulcr,  that  you  finally 
came,  up  with  ? 

Mr.  Magrudf.r.  "What  we  did  was  we  simply  took  factual  activity 
that  we  had  asked  Mr.  Liddy  to  do  and  wo  exa^rgerated  to  a  prcat 
extent  the  amount  of  monev  spent  on  those  activities  to  the  tune  of  the 
$230,000. 

I  asked  Mr.  Porter  to,  would  he  be  willintr  to  work  with  us  on  this 
coverup  story  and,  as  he  has  testified,  he  indicated  that  he  did. 

So  he  took  care  of,  in  effect,  $100,000  and  I  took  care  of,  in  effect. 
$150,000  by  indicatino:  that  Mr.  Liddy  had  lepal  projects  for  us  in  the 
intelligence  field,  and  we  worked  over  this  story  with  Mr.  ^Mitchell, 
Mr.  Dean.  Mr.  LaRue,  and  Mr.  Mardian,  although  Mr.  Mardian  has 
participated  to  a  mucli  lesser  extent  with  me  than  the  others  did.  My 
primary  contacts  on  the  story  were  Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  ^litchell. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  of  these  persons  that  you  have  named — you  finally  did 
arrive  at  the  story  and  they  knew  in  fact  what  actually  had  occurred? 

Mr.  iLvGRtTDER.  Yes ;  they  did. 

ilr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  why  the  story  required  that  the  break-in 
involvement  be  cut  off  at  Mr.  Liddy  and  not  at  you  ? 

Mr.  iLiGRTifDER.  Well,  there  was  some  discussion  about  me  and  I 
volunteered  at  one  point  that  maybe  I  was  the  guy  who  ought  to  take 
the  heat,  because  it  was  going  to  get  to  me,  and  we  knew  that.  And 
I  think  it  was,  there  were  some  takers  on  that,  but  basically,  the 
decision  was  that  because  I  was  in  a  position  where  they  knew  that 
I  had  no  authority  to  either  authorize  fimds  or  make  policy  in  that 
committee,  that  if  it  got  to  me,  it  would  go  higher.  "UTiereas  Mr.  Liddy, 
because  of  his  past  background,  it  was  felt  that  that  would  be  believ- 
able that  ilr.  Liddy  was  truly  the  one  who  did  originate  it.  And,  of 
course,  it  was  true,  I  think,  that  Mr.  Liddy  did  ori^nate  the  plan, 
was  basically  the  one  who  did  come  up  with  these  ideas  in  specific 
terms. 

We  felt  that  was  more  believable  than  somebody  like  myself  who 
did  not  have  any  background  in  this  area  authorizing  these  kinds  of 
sums  of  money  and  authorizing  this  type  of  prosrram  when  it  was 
known  full  well  throughout  the  committee  and  White  House  that  I 
had  no  such  authority. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  tell  this  story  that  was  developed  to 
^Ir.  Parkinson  and  INIr.  O'Brien,  who  were  representing  the 
committee? 

Mr.  MAGRroEK.  After  July  4,  Mr.  Mardian  brought  Mr.  Parkinson 
into  my  office  and  said  to  me  that  he  would  like  me  to  tell  the  true 
story.  I  said,  "You  mean  the  true  story"' — which — you  know,  at  that 
time,  we  were  dealing  in  a  number  of  stories,  and  he  said,  "Xo;  I  want 
the  true  story." 

I  then  for  2  hours,  I  think,  told  Mr.  Parkinson  the  tnie  storv. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  later,  you  then  told  Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Parkin- 
son the  story  that  had  been  developed  and  agreed  to  by  the  other 
parties  you  mentioned? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  TVHien  were  you  first  called  before  the  grand  jury.  Mr. 
Magruder? 
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Mr.  Maguuder.  My  first  griind  jury  appearance  was  July  5,  it  was 
just  an  organizational  appearance,  in  etl'ect,  who  was  who  in  the 
committee. 

The  second  appearance  was  on  August  16,  which  was 

Mr.  Dash.  Before  that  appearance,  were  yon  interviewed  by  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation? 

Mr.  Maoruder.  Yes;  immediately  after  my  grand  jury  appearance, 
I  was  interviewed  by  the  Federal  Bureau,  or  soon  thereafter. 

Jlr.  Dash.  At  the  time  you  were  interviewed  by  the  FBI,  had  the 
story  been  developed? 

Mr.  Magrttder.  We  still  had  not  come  up  with  the  money  amount, 
but  other  than  tliat,  we  basically  had  developed  the  guidelines  to  the 
story,  yes. 

ilr.  Dash.  "When  vou  were  interviewed  by  the  FBI,  did  j'ou  tell  this 
false  storv  to  the  FBI? 


JL^JlA^lgQ^Yes;  I  did. 

jMr.  Dash.  I  on  say  you  were  next  brought  before  the  grand  jury 
when? 

Mr.  Magrtjder.  In  August,  August  18. 

Mr.  Dash.  Wlien  you  testified  to  the  grand  jury  that  time,  did  you 
testify  to  the  false  story  ? 

Mr.  Magrtjder.  Yes ;  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  role  did  Mr.  Dean  i)lay  in  preparing  you  for  your 
second  grand  jury  appearance? 

Mr.  ilAGRUDER.  On  the  day  before  the  grand  jury  appearance,  I  was 
aware  that  I  was  a  target  of  the  grand  jury  at  that  time.  So,  I  was 
briefed  by  our  lawyers  and  Mr.  jNlardian.  Also,  I  was  interrogated  for 
approximately  2  liours  by  Mr.  Dean  and  approximately  1/2  hour  in  a 
£mm^lw^^)^Ir.  Mitchell. 

^u\^rosf^Aow,  after  you  appeared  before  the  grand  jiny  for  the 
second  time,  did  Mr.  Dean  give  you  any  report? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes;  the  day  after  ilr.  Dean  indicated  that  I  would 
not  be  indicted. 

ilr.  Dash.  Did  he  tell  you  how  he  knew  that? 

Mr.  Magruder.  No  ;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  By  tiie  way,  were  you  not  aware  of  Mr.  Dean's  participa- 
tion, you  were  aware,  were  you  not.  that  Mr.  Dean  worked  in  the 
White  House  and  did  report  to  Mr.  Ehrlichmau  and  Mr.  Haldeman? 

ilr.  Magruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  .Vnd  I  tliink  you  yourself,  wlien  you  testified  before  us  in 
executive  session,  indicated  that  you  were  familiar  with  the  roles  that 
you  played  at  that  time  and  that  Dean  played? 

Mr.  MagrIjDer.  Yes ;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  your  understanding,  tlierefore,  when  ]\Ir.  Dean 
was  working  with  you  prior  to  your  appearance  before  the  second 
grand  jury?  Was  he  doing  this  on  his  own,  or  was  lie  doing  it  as  a 
representative  for  other  pei-sons  in  the  White  House  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Well,  again,  it  is  an  assumption  on  my  part.  I  think 
I  should  be  very  careful.  He  was  in  a  stati'  role  and  did  i-eport  to  tJic 
gentleman  you  mentioned.  Consequently,  you  would  assume,  and  I  did 
not  know  and  at  no  time  did  I  know,  that  he  was  directly  reportiivg 
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Mr.  M.vgrtjdki?.  I  tliink— I  liave  known  Mr.  Hakleman  for  :i  con- 
siderabk>  \mgth  of  time,  I  liave  worked  for  him.  I  happen  to  respect 
lum  tremendously,  still  do.  will  continue  to  do.  because  I  think  he  is  an 
extremely  competent  and  fine  individual.  But  his  manner  of  workinfr. 
as  many  of  you  Senators  on  the  Eepublican  side  know,  is  ratlier  direc't, 
somewhat  abrupt.  He  is  not  one  who  engages  in  long  discussions  over 
issues — at  least  in  his  working  relationship  with  people  who  are  sub- 
ordinate to  hini,  which  in  effect,  although  I  did  not  work  directlv  under 
hmi  at  that  time,  I  still  was.  So  our  discussion  was  rather  short  and 
rather  to  the  point,  rather  one  of,  you  have  got  a  problem,  you  had 
better  solve  it. 

Senator  Baker.  And  you  went  back  and  on  June  19,  you  had  a 
series  of  meetings  with  who — ^with  Mr.  Mitchell? 
^  Mr.  M.vr.RUDER.  Well,  on  June  19.  on  the  :Monday,  I  met  with  Gordon 
Strachan.  John  Dean.  Gordon  Liddy,  and  Hugh  Sloan,  primarily. 

Senator  B.\ker.  Did  everyone  of  those  people  know  what  had 
occurred,  how  it  occurred? 

Mr.  ir.^GRt-DER.  Mr.  Strachan  did,  Mr.  Dean  did.  I  do  not  know 
whether  ilr.  Sloan  did  or  not.  He  has  indicated  he  did  not.  I  accept 
that  at  face  value.  Mr.  Liddy,  of  course,  did. 

Senator  BakjER.  Wlien  did  you  first  begin  planning  the  coverup? 

Mr.  jNLvgruder.  I  think  there  was  no  question  that  the  coverup 
began  that  Saturday  when  we  realized  there  was  a  break-in.  I  do  not 
think  there  was  ever  any  discussion  that  there  would  not  be  a  coverup. 
At  least,  I  did  not  participate  in  any  discussion  that  indicated  any- 
thing else  except  at  one  point  where  we  possibly  thought  that  I  might 
volunteer  to  become  the  key  figure  in  the  case. 

Senator  Baker.  An  historic  decision  to  go  forward  with  this  plan 
was  followed  with  another  historic  decision  to  cover  it  up  without 
.any  great  debate  or  discussion  of  the  matter. 

]Mr.  Magktjder.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Now,  I  think  to  be  fair,  Senator,  I  think  at  that  point  in  time,  you 
have  to  realize  that:  One,  I  felt,  and  I  can't  speak  for  the  others,  that 
the  President  had  no  knowledge  of  this  plan  and  consequently,  if 
he  had  been,  if  it  had  gotten  out  that  people  like  Mr.  Mitchell" and 
others  had  been  involved  at  that  point  in  time,  I  honestly  thought 
^that  his  reelection  would  be  probably  negated. 

Now,  at  that  time 

Senator  Baker.  Did  it  ever  occur  to  you 

Mr.  ^Magrtoer.  I  knew  it  was  wrong,  but  I  thought  it  was  the  best 
decision  to  make. 

Senator  Baker.  Did  it  ever  oc^ur  to  you  at  that  time,  and  I  am  not 
saying  this  to  impugn  your  character  or  testimony,  but  I  reallv  want 
to  know,  did  it  ever  occur  to  you  that  there  might  be  other  alterna- 
tives, that  one  of  them  might  be  to  report  this  directly  to  the  President 
or  to  the  FBI  and  make  a  clean  breast  of  it  at  that  moment,  that  that 
might  have  less  effect  on  the  election,  rather  than  more  effect 

Mr.  ^[agruder.  As  T  said,  we  did  indicate  at  one  point  that  we  might 
possibly  do  that  up  to  a  certain  point.  I  think  it  was  felt  that  if  it 
ever  reached  Mi-.  Mitchell  before  the  election,  the  President  would 
lose  the  election.  Since  he  was  not  involved,  to  my  knowledge.  I 
thought  that  was  the  best  decision.  I  did  not  think  it  was  a  right 
decision,  but  I  thought  it  was  the  best  decision. 
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and  as  to  what  the  circumstances  might  be  vis-a-vis  the  incumbent  who 
■was  seeking  reelection.  i  •   i. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Mr.  Mitchell,  let  me  ask  you  about  another  point. 
Here  is  an  excerpt  from  the  civil  deposition  which  you  gave  in  the 
Democratic  Party  suit  against  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  Presi- 
dent and  I  think'l  am  quoting  vou  verbatim  m  your  testimony,  when 
you  were  asked  this  question :  "Was  there  ever  any  discussion  at  which 
you  were  present  or  about  which  you  heard  when  you  were  campaign 
director  concerning  having  any  form  of  surveillance  of  the  Democratic 
National  Committee  headquarters?" 

Your  answer  was :  "No,  sir,  I  can't  imagine  a  less  productive  activity 
than  that." 

Mr.  ilncHEUL.  I  think  the  total  context,  as  I  remember  it,  Mr. 
Thompson,  had  to  do  with  the  discussion  of  Mr.  McCord  and  the 
securitv  group.  The  answer  was  given  in  that  context. 

Mr.  Thoiifson.  But  this  particular  question,  "Was  there  ever  any 
discussion  at  which  you  were  present"— and  of  course,  I  assume  ]ust 
from  reading  this  question  that  that  would  involve  any  discussion  with 
anyone.  Are  you  saving  that  it  is  not  your  imderstanding  of  it? 

Mr.  Mitchell,  iviv  recollection  of  the  testimony  that  I  gave  had  to 
do  with  the  so-called  security  group  in  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the 
President  which  discussed  Mr.  McCord  and  the  security  group.  And 
the  answer  was  in  response  to  that,  to  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Of  course,  as  it  reads,  as  I  have  read  it,  of  course, 
it  is  not  an  accurate  response  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  I  say  as  you  read  it,  but  I  think  if  you  will  look 

at  the  total  context  of  the  questioning,  it  referred  to  the  security  group 

that  involved  Mr.  McCord  which  was  the  subject  of  the  conversation. 

■  Mr.  Thompson.  Were  you  not  asked  any  other  broader  questions 

about   any   knowledge  you    might  have   had   of   any   surveillance 

activities?  i.     jj 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  was  asked  broader  questions  with  respect  to  did 
I  ever  receive  documents  that  I  could  identify  as  coming  from  elec- 
tronic surveillance  and  broad  questions  like  that. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Do  you  recall  any  broader  questions  concerning 
conversations  that  you  had  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Is  it  just  a  case  of  not  having  asked  you  the  right 

question  ? 

Mr.  MrrcHELL.  I  think  that  that  is  the  case. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Let  me  refer  to  June  19  or  20,  I  am  not  quite 
sure  when  it  was,  Mr.  Mitchell.  As  I  understand  it,  ^lardian  and  La- 
Rue  debriefed  Liddy  and  found  out  what  he  knew  about  the  break- 
in,  his  involvement,  and  the  involvement  of  others.  And  at  that  time, 
he  related  to  them  some  of  the  Wiite  House  horror  stones,  I  believe 
vou  characterized  them  as,  the  plumbers  activities  and  so  forth.  I  will 
go  back  to  that  in  a  minute,  but  as  I  underetand  your  testimony  this 
mornin<T,  the  knowledge  you  got  from  that  debriefing  was  really  the 
reason  "why  you,  in  effect,  stood  by  while  Mr.  Magruder  was  pre- 
paring a  story  which,  according  to  what  you  knew  from  Liddy,  was 
going°to  be  a  false  story,  to  present  to  the  grand  jury. 
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Mr.  Mitchell.  Along,  Mr.  Thompson,  with  some  of  the  other  stor- 
ies that  Mr.  Dean  brought  forward  to  him,  the  Diem  papers  and  tlie 
suspected  extracurricular  wiretapping,  and  a  few  of  the  others. 

Mr.  THO^rpsox.  OK.  That  caused  you  to  take  that  position  with 
regard  to  Magruder.  And  also,  I  assume  that  those  factore  were  the 
reasons  why  you,  in  effect,  acquiesced,  anyway,  in  the  payments  to 
the  families  of  support  money  and  lawyers'  fees  and  that  sort-  of 
thing,  which  I  am  sure  you  realize  could  have  Ijeen  pretty  embarrass- 
ing, to  say  the  least,  if  not  illegal,  at  that  time.  Would  that  be  cor- 
rect as  far  as  your  motivations  are  concerned  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Tliat  is  a  correct  summary  of  my  motivation  and  ra- 
tionale for  the  actions  that  I  did  take. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Do  you  recall  the  date  on  wliich  Mr.  Mardian  and 
Mr.  LaRue  related  this  conversation  of  Liddy'sto  you? 

Mr.  ilrrcHELL.  Well,  he  certainly  didn't  debrief  them  on  the  19th, 
I  am  sure  of  that,  because  they  were  in  transit.  Wliether  it  was  the  20th 
or  21st,  I  am  not  certain. 

Mr.  Thoepson.  Did  they  talk  to  you  the  same  day  they  talked  to 
him? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  My  recollection  is  they  talked  to  me  the  next  day,  but 
I  am  not  certain  about  that,  either.  But  in  any  event,  it  was  in  the 
time  frame  of  the  21st  or  22d,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Thompson'.  Can  you  recall  in  a  little  more  detail  what  they  said 
that  Liddy  had  related  to  them?  You  have  already  mentioned  the  fact 
that  Liddy  said  that  Magruder  had  pushed  him  in  the  break-in  at  the 
Ellsberg  psychiatrist's  office,  I  believe,  and  the  Dita  Beard  situation. 

What  did"  Liddy  supposedly  say  with  regard  to  the  Dita  Beard  sit- 
uation? What  did  he  supposedly  Icnow  about  White  House  involve- 
ment? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  and,  of  course,  I  have 
heard  these  horror  stories  in  different  versions  from  different  people 
,over  the  period  of  the  years,  the  fact  that  he  was  either  the  one  or 
'assisted  in  spiriting  her  out  of  town,  I  believe  was  the  discussion  at 
that  particular  time. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Did  he  indicate,  according  to  them,  that  the  budget 
for  the  electronic  surveillance  operation  which  led  to  the  break-in  of 
the  DNC  had  been  approved  by  the  Wliite  House  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  You  are  testing  my  memory  pretty  hard.  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that  he  did  say  that,  but  tliis  is  a — not  that  he  said  it, 
but  that  Mardian  or  LaRue  reported  to  me  that  he  had  said  it.  But  you 
are  testing  my  memory  pretty  hard  on  a  substance  of  which  I  have 
heard  dozens  and  dozens  of  repetitions  of  it. 

Mr.  Tho^ipson.  Did  you  ever  verify  any  of  these  facts  with  the 
President  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir,  I  never  discussed  them  with  the  President. 
Mr.  Thompson.  Did  you  ever  verify  any  of  them  wtih  'Sir.  Halde- 
man? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  never  discussed  those  specific  factors  with  Mr. 
Haldeman  until  a  later  date.  It  was  at  that  time  that  Mr.  Dean  was 
acting  as  a  liaison  between  the  White  House  and  the  committee  with 
respect  to  these  matters. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Did  you  ever  talk  directly  with  Ehrlichman  about 
these  matters  ? 
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Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  ]\Iagruder  appeared  before  the  grand 
jury  for  his  second  appearance  on  August  18, 1972. 

Now,  your  logs,  if  you  have  them,  show  that  you  saw  Mr.  Magruder 
on  August  17,  the  day  before,  at  2 :15,  and  that  on  August  18,  the  day 
he  appeared,  you  spoke  to  Mr.  Kleindienst  at  4  o'clock  on  the  telephone 
and  you  saw  Mr.  Magruder  at  4:10,  10  minutes  afterwards,  on  that 

Can  you  tell  us  whether  or  not  the  discussion  with  ilr.  Kleindienst 
at  4  o'clock  and  the  10  minute  later  meeting  with  Mr.  Magruder  after 
he  testified  had  to  do  with  his  testimony  at  the  grand  jury? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  I  have  talked  to  Mr.  Kleindienst  quite  a 
number  of  times  during  this  period  and  we  have  never  discussed  the 
Watergate  matter  in  any  form  or  shape  or  circumstance. 

To  answer  your  question  specifically  with  respect  to  that  date  and 
that  conversation,  no,  we  did  not  discuss  ilr.  Magruder  or  his 
testimony. 

Mr;  Dash.  Your  meeting  with  Mr.  Magruder  both  on  the  iTth  and 
the  18th  at  4 :10,  was  that  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  his  testimony 
before  the  grand  jury? 

Mr.  MrrcHELL.  I  don't  have  that  recollection,  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  have  any  recollection  of  what  the  discussion  was 
about? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir.  As  you  know  from  my  logs,  I  met  constantly 
with  Mr.  Magruder  about  campaign  matters  and  other  things,  includ- 
ing the  Watergate  and  the  public  relations  aspect  of  it.  And  as  I  testi- 
fied earlier,  there  were  meetings  in  which  Mr.  Magruder  outlined  to 
a  group  of  us  the  nature  of  his  testimony  that  he  was  going  to  give. 

Mr.  Dash.  It  is  specifically  because  of  this  that  I  asked  you  the 
question,  because  on  a  number  of  occasions,  you  said,  especially  during 
meetings  with  Mr.  Magruder,  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  LaRue,  Mr.  Mardian, 
that  yon  did  at  least  have  presented  to  you  what  Mr.  Magruder  was 
going  to  testify  before  the  grand  jury. 

Now,  on  the  day  he  actually  testified,  you  met  with  him ;  on  the  day 
before  he  testified,  you  met  with  him.  Would  it  not  be  consistent  with 
your  earlier  discussions  that  you  would  have  discussed  what  his  testi- 
mony was  or  was  going  to  be  when  he  finally  testified? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  think,  i\Ir.  Dash,  those  convei-sations  took  place 
much  earlier  than  the  date  in  August  that  you  have  made  reference  to. 
If  you  will  look  at  the  logs,  you  will  see,  as  I  say-  I  met  with  ilr.  ^la- 
gruder  almost  daily  during  the  whole  period  of  time  on  many  subject 
matters. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  all  the  way  up  to  this  period  of  time? 

Mr.  ]\Iitchell.  Pardon? 

Mr.  Dash.  All  the  way  up  to  this  period  of  time  ? 

Mr.  ^MiTCHKLL.  And  thereafter. 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes;  but  I  would  now  draw  your  attention  specifically 
to  the  day — did  you  know,  by  the  way,  when  Mr.  Magruder  was  going 
to  appear  before  the  grand  jury? 

Mr.  iNriTniELL.  I  have  no  recollection  whether  I  did  or  did  not. 
I  presume  T  would  have  been  advisi>d,  yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  at  the  tinv,  whether  it  was  the  iTtli  or  ISth,  and 
when  you  know  that  he  was  going  to  testifv,  wouldn't  that  be  an 
appropriate  time  for  you  to  discuss  wliat  he  w.ns  going  to  testify  before 
the  grand  jury  ?  You  certainly  were  interested  ? 
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IMr.  Mitchell.  As  I  said,  Mr.  Dash,  I  believe  those  conversations 
took  ]}\i\CQ  imicli  earlier  than  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  know,  hut  you  testified  before  the  committee  tliat  you 
certainly  wanted  him  to  testify  in  such  a  way  that  the  lid  would  not 
come  oti'.  You  now  knew  he  was  going  to  be  testifying.  So  ^vhatever 
date  you  can  recall  at,  this  time  he  was  going  to  testify  before  the 
grand  jury,  would  you  not  have  discussed  the  grand  jury  testimony 
with  him? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  I  believe  the  sequence  of  events  goes  back 
to  the  time  when  ilr.  Jlagnider  and  ilr.  Porter  went  to  Mr.  Parlcin- 
son's  office  and  put  together  their  proposed  testimony,  whicli  at  that 
time  they  felt  was  going  to  be  submitted  to  the  grand  jury  in  deposi- 
tion form.  I  think  that  was  the  middle  of  July.  It  was  in  that  time 
frame  and  during  or  shortly  thei-eafter  that  the  recitation  of  ^Ir.  Ma- 
gruder's  testimony,  of  the  nature  of  his  testimony,  was  given.  I  liave  no 
recollection  of  having  sat  down  with  IMr.  ilagruder  the  day  before,  the 
second  day  before  he  went  to  the  grand  jury  and  going  over  it  with 

XMr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  learn  what  he  testified  to  when  he  went 


to  the  grand  jury? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  assume  that  he  had  testified  to  what  he  had  told 
us  he  was  going  to  testify  to. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  just  assume?  Didn't  anybody  tell  you  w-hat  he 
testified?  Didn't  you  in  fact  learn  that  he  did  testify  as  he  did,  what 
he  had  been  agreeing  to  testify  to  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  believe,  ^fr.  Dasli,  if  my  memory  ser\  es  me  right, 
that  he  was  debriefed  by  one  of  the  lawyers  who  advised  me  as  to 
what  he  testified  to. 

Mr.  Dash.  So  in  fact,  you  did  learn? 

Mr.  jMitchell.  I  did  learn. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  he  again  testified  before  the  grand  jury  on  Septem- 
ber 13  and  at  that  time,  it  dealt  with  his  diaries  and  the 'meeting  that 
he  had  witli  you.  Xow,  you  saw  Mr.  Magrudcr,  accoi-ding  to  yoin-  log, 
Mr.  ^lagruder  and  Mr.  Dean,  at  12  oclock  on  that  day.  Did  you  have 
any  discussions  with  him  about  his  grand  jury  testimony  on  September 

13  i 

Mr.  Mitchell.  On  September  13  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  September  13  is  when  he  appeared  for  his  third  and  final 
time. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes;  I  testified,  I  believe,  on  Monday  to  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  Magruder,  and  I  rather  briefly  discussed  tlie  recollec- 
tion of  the  meetings  that  had  taken  place  in  the  Justice  Department. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  what  did  ^Ir.  Magruder,  to  your  knowledge,  tell 
you  that  his  recollection  or  his  testimony  was  going  to  be  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  'Well,  if  I  can  recall  it  as  best  T  can,  No.  1.  that  he 
thouglit  tliat  one  of  the  meetings  had  been  canceled ;  No.  2,  that  there 
were  discussions  of  the  election  laws,  wliich,  of  course,  they  both  testi- 
fied there  were.  I  think  those  were  the  essential  parts  of  it. 

JTr.  D.vsH.  What  was  your  response  to  that  ]  Did  you  respond  to  his 
recollection  of  what  his  testimony  was  going  to  be? 

iVfr.  [Mitchell.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that,  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  Wei!, did  you  disagiee  with  liim  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  didn't  disagree  with  it,  no,  I  did  not. 
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Mr.  Micchell  —  Thursday,  Augast,  17,  1972 


Mr.  M  arrived  at  office 

Mr.  M  ret.  C.  D.  Ward's  call  and  t. 

Mr.  R.  B.  Russell  called  Mr.  M  and  t. 

Mr.  M  SAV.'  Fred  Malek  and  Gordon  Gooch 

Mr.  M  SAW  Cong.  Har.erschmidt 

^'r.  M  called  John  Dean  and  t. 

Mr .  M  SAW  Bob  Mardian 

Kr.    M  SAW  Jeb  Magruder 

Mr.  Stans  called  >!r .  M  and  t. 

Mr.  M  SAW  Roer-.er  HcFoe.  Bob  Mardian     / 
and  Paul  o"^rian  ^ 

Mr.  >i  called  Mr.  MacGregor  and  t. 

Mr.  M  SAW  Van  Shuc:K;ay 

Mr.    Ehrlic-Vu'an   call.-d   ;-:r .   M   ar.'!    t. 

Mr.    Mardiau   called  !■:■■.    M   ar.J    L. 

Mr.    M   called   John  Alexander    and    t. 

John  Dc.-.-.i   called  Mr.    M   and    t. 

Mr.    M;''i.-:k^    Cc'llc'   >'■  ' .    M   and    I. 

Mr.    M   called   Gov.    Ro.  -:  o 'ol!  rr    at.d    t. 

Ii-M.  y.-  ^  -,..  -y  cai  i  ■-  '   :■  .    ■'  ru'    i  . 

c.  \) .  \      •  I  _  ■  .  f- .  :. ': 

Mr.    H   SAW   !■!<.._  Mardian 
>;r  .    M    1cm' t   cfricv' 
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mig'lit  not  stand  iij)  if  indicted.  I  recall  Haldeman  asking  me  if  I 
thought  ilagnider  would  stand  up  if  indicted  and  1  said  no.  I  have 
ahva\-s  assumed  it  was  a  Presidential  decision  to  keep  Magruder  on 
at  the  reelection  committee.  Following  the  decision,  Elulichman  and 
Haldeman  indicated  a  greatly  increased  interest  in  ;Magruder"s  prob- 
lems. They  were  aware  of  the  strategy  to  stop  the  involvement  at 
Liddy,  because  I  reported  to  them  on  the  story  that  Magruder  would 
tell,  that  is,  that  he  did  not  know  what  Liddy  was  doing.  They  fre- 
quently asked  me  how  Magruder  was  doing  in  relationship  to  the 
FBI  and  grand  jury  investigation.  I  also  had  calls  from  Mr.  Larry 
Hijrby  as  to  Magruder's  status. 

I  do  not  know  when  I  first  learned  of  ilagruder's  proposed  testi- 
mony, but  I  did  not  know  that  it  had  already  been  formulated  when  I 
first  heard  it.  I  informed  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  of  the  story.  "We 
discussed  it  and  no  one  was  sure  it  would  hold  up.  This  discussioii  did 
ocxmr  before  Mitchell  resigned.  We,  of  course,  knew  that  it  was  a  fab- 
ricated story.  "^'STien  I  later  learned  that  Mr.  Porter  would  corroborate 
IMr.  Magruder's  testimony,  I  informed  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  of 
that.  I  had  never  heard  ilr.  Magruder's  story  in  full  detail  imtil  just 
before  his  grand  jury  appearance,  in  mid-August  1972,  when  he  asked 
me  if  I  would  be  a  devil's  advocate  and  question  him  before  he  went 
before  the  grand  jury.  Magruder  came  to  my  office,  as  I  recall,  the  day 
before  his  second  grand  jury  appearance.  He  told  me  he  had  made  the 
decision  himself  as  to  how  he  was  going  to  handle  his  testimony  and 
wanted  me  to  ask  him  any  and  all  questions  I  could  think  of.  I  spent 
about  an  hour  or  more  questioning  him.  Shortly  after  I  had  this  ses- 
sion with  Magruder.  Hisrby  called  me  to  tell  me  that  ilagruder  had 
been  to  see  him,  to  let  Haldeman  know  he  was  ready. 
""  Following  ^tagruder's  appearance  before  the  grand  jury  I  received 
a  call  from  Highy  requesting  information  for  Haldeman  as  to  how 
Magruder  had  done  before  the  grand  jury.  I  subsequently  called  i[r. 
Petersen,  who  said  he  would  find  out  and  call  me  back.  Petei-sen  called 
back  and  said  he  had  made  it  through  bj'  the  skin  of  his  teeth.  T  called 
Haldeman  and  so  informed  him,  and  subsequently  informed  ^litchell 
and  ifagruder.  I  recall  that  Haldeman  was  very  pleased,  because  this. 
of  course,  meant  that  the  in\  estifratiou  would  not  i;o  beyond  Liddy. 

In  early  September  Paul  O'Brien  came  to  my  office  and  inforiued  me 
that  there  was  an  outstanding  subpena  for  Magruder's  diary.  O'Brien 
said  that  Magruder's  diar}-  reflected  the  meetings  in  ^litchelTs  office 
in  January  and  Februar}-  with  Liddy,  Magruder,  Dean,  and  ^Mitchell. 
O'Brien  also  informed  me  that  there  had  been  discussion  of  destroying 
or  altering  the  diary,  but  he  did  not  think  much  of  that.  I  agreed  that 
to  alter  it  would  be  impossible  because  it  would  be  discovered  by  the 
FBI  laboratory. 

I  remember  talking  with  ^lagruder  and  asking  him  why  he  kept  a 
diary — being  somewhat  facetious.  I  told  ^NTagruder  that  he  should  talk 
with  Mr.  Mitchell  about  this,  because  he  was  probably  going  to  ha^e 
to  turn  the  diary  over. 

Long  before  the  matter  of  Magruder's  diary  had  arisen,  I  had  talked 
with  Mitchell  about  the  meetings  in  January  and  February  in  his 
office.  I  told  him  that  should  it  ever  be  necessary,  I  would  tcstifv  that 
I  knew  that  he  had  not  approved  anything  at  these  meetings.  It  was 
after  the  matter  of  Magruder's  diary  being  subpenaed  and  ^Magruder 
again  being  recalled  to  the  grand  jury  that  IMitchell  requested  that  I 
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Mr.  EirrtLiciTMAX.  I  think  he  described  to  me  that  it  was  a  business — 
my  impression  was  it  was  two  people  and  tliey  were  in  California  and 
that  was  all  the  description  that  I  think  I  had. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  that  raise  any  problem  in  your  mind  that  maybe  Mr. 
Kalmbach  was  goinc  to  camr)ai;>-n  contributors  for  defense  t\inds? 

ilr.  EEiRLicHiiAX.  No.  I  didn't  connect  the  two,  I  don't  believe. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Now,  after  June  l7,  the  date  of  the  break-in, 
what  information  did  you  have,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  about  Mr.  Magru- 
der's  involvement  in  the  Watergate?  Shortly  after. 

^Nlr.  Ehki^ichjian.  There  was  a  lot  of— there  was  a  lot  of  suspicion 
shortly  after  and  I  would  put  this  in,  say,  the  first  6  weeks  after  the 
break-in,  a  good  deal  of  suspicion  of  Mr.  Magruder  largely  based  on 
what  Mr.  Sloan  was  saying  to  people,  and  so  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
speculation  that  I  can  recall  during  that — during  that  period  of  time 
and  it  culminated  in  the  conversation  which  Mr.  Dean  and  I  had  with 
the  Attorney  General  on  July  31,  where  this  was  specifically  discussed; 
that  is,  Mr.  Magruder's  involvement.  The  Attorney  General  said  based 
on  the  FBI  interviews  and  prosecuting  attorneys'  examination  into  Mr. 
Magruders  involvement,  that  it  appeared  that  any  involvement  that  he 
had  related  to  money  and  there  was  a  square  dispute  between  ilr. 
Magruder  and  Mr.  Sloan  as  to  the  truth  of  the  assertion  about 
Mr.  Magruder's  involvement,  and  that  the  Attorney  General  antici- 
pated that  Mr.  ^Magruder  might  possibly  be  going  to  take  the  fifth 
amendment  before  the  grand  jury. 

Now,  that  remained  the  open  question,  so  far  as  I  knew,  until  Dean 
or  someone  told  me  that  Magruder  had  in  fact  testified  to  the  grand 
jury,  and  then  as  matters  unfolded,  he  testified  at  the  trial  and  he  was 
/considered  to  have  told  the  truth  and  he  came  out,  sort  of  the — out  of 
the  shadow  at  that  point. 

"*  Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  But  were  you  aware  that  during  this  period  of 
time,  the  end  of  June.  Jxdy,  and  August,  that  Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  LaRue, 
Mr.  Mardian,  Mr.  Magruder,  ]Mr.  Dean,  were  in  frequent  meetings, 

!laily  meetings,  discussing  the  fact  that  Magruder's  involvement 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  No. 


Mr.  Dash  [continuing].  And  the  fact  that  Magruder  was  going  to 
tell  a  particular  story  to  the  grand  jury  ? 

^Ir.  Ehrlichmax.  No,  I  was  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Dean  has  testified  he  acted  as  a  liaison  and  he  did 
inform  you. 

Mr.  Ehklichmax.  Yes,  well,  that  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  he  had,  it  would  not  be  inconsist- 
ent with  the  meeting  in  the  presence  of  the  Attornev  General,  where 
the  Attorney  General  reported  there  was  nothing  of  Mr.  Dean's  being 
silent,  if  in  fact,  Dean  was  involved  in  a  coverup,  I  take  it  he  would 
not  let  the  Attorney  General  know  about  it. 

^Tr.  EHRi.iCTi^rAX.  Would  you  repeat  that  question? 

^fr.  Dask.  I  was  saying,  you  said  the  onlv  time  vou  had  any  clear 
understanding,  at  least  the  "Attorney  General's  understanding  "of  Mr. 
^lairruder's  involvement,  was  when  he  met  with  you  and  ]\[r.  Dean 
;nid  told  him  there  was  no  involvement.  Is  that  true? 

^fr.  EHRi.irir:»rAV.  >rr.  ^fairnider  and 

yir.  Dash.  The  Attorney  General. 
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Mr.  Ehrlichmav  [continumg].  ilr.  Magruder  and  the  Attorney 
General  met  with  Mf.  Dean  and  me. 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  EiniLicH;MAN.  I  don't  recall  any  such  meeting. 
Mr.  D  3H.  You  did  say  the  Attorney  General  reported  to  you  con- 
cerning Mr.  Magruder,  did  you  not  ? 

ilr.  Ehrlich3l\n.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  what  did  he  tell  you? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Just  what  I  just  testified,  that  they  considered 
it  an  important  conflict  in  the  evidence  as  between  Sloan  and  Ma- 
gruder. and  the  way  it  looked  to  the  Attorney  General  at  that  point  in 
ime.  Mr.  ^^lagruder  might  take  the  fifth  amendment. 

Mr.  Dash.  N'ow,  you  were  aware  that  on  September  15  the  indict- 
ment came  down  on  the  so-called  seven  defendants? 

ilr.  Ehrlichmax.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  had  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Haldeman  on  September  15. 
Did  you  discuss  the  indictment  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Well,  I  did  not  have  any  extraordinary  meeting 
with  Mr.  Haldeman  on  the  15th.  That  would  have  been  just  the  early 
morning  staff  meeting,  I  assume,  which  would  have  included  all  of  the 
department  heads  in  the  White  House. 

ilr.  Dash.  What  time  was  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman'.  8  or  8  :15  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  think  the  diary  we  have  on  you  shows  a  meeting  of  11  in 
the  morning.  Does  your  diary  show  that? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Let  me  check.  You  are  correct.  I  do  not  know  the 
purpose  of  that  meeting,  Mr.  Dash.  I  have  no  idea.  The  indictments, 
however,  the  market  around  the  WTiite  House  sort  of  discounted  that 
September  15  action,  so  to  speak,  by  reason  of  the  Attorney  General's 
announcement  of  September  12  to  the  President  and  the  Cabinet,  to 
some  of  us  assembled,  that  the  seven  suspects  were  the  only  ones  who 
would  be  indicted.  So  I  do  not  think  the  announcement  on — the  formal 
announcement  on  the  15th  was  in  fact  any  news  to  discuss. 

ilr.  Dash.  When  did  you  first  learn  of  Mr.  Segretti's  activities  and 
the  possible  role  of  Mr.  Chapin  in  those  activities? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  think  that  was  at  the  time  it  first  began  to  be 
talked  about  in  the  press.  I  had  not  heard  of  Segretti  as  an  individual 
prior  to  that  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  Then,  did  you  hold  any  meetings  involving  that  incident? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Involving  what  incident? 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Chapin's  role  in  the  Segretti  matter. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  There  were  a  number  of  meetings  to  determine 
what  the  AYhite  House  news  position  or  press  position  should  be  on 
that.  yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you,  as  a  result  of  those  meetings,  learn  about  Mr. 
Chapin's  role  with  Mr.  Segretti  ? 

Mr.  Ehri.ichman.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  learned  about  them  in  those 
meetings  as  such,  but  I  did  begin  to  learn  more  at  the  end  of  October 
and  the  first  couple  weeks  of  November,  yes. 

i[r.  Dash.  Did  you  participate  in  the  preparation  of  the  piiblic 
statements  concerning  Mr.  Chapin's  role  ? 

Mr.  EiinncHMAX.  Yes,  I  did. 
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23.     On  August  28,  1972  Egil  Krogh,  an  assistant  to  Ehrlichman  who 
had  established  the  Plumbers  organization  (the  White  House  Special  Inves- 
tigations Unit)  appeared  and  testified  falsely  before  the  Watergate 
Grand  Jury  that  he  had  no  knowledge  that  Howard  Hunt  had  traveled  to 
any  place  other  than  Texas  while  he  was  working  on  the  declassification 
of  the  "Pentagon  Papers."  He  also  testified  falsely  that  he  knew  of  no 
trips  to  California  "for  the  White  House"  by  Gordon  Liddy. 
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UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


UNITED  STATES  OF  AIOERICA 


EGIL  KROGH,  JR. 


Defendant. 


Criminal  No.  SS'l-'?3 

Violation  of  18  O.S.C.  §1623 
(False  declarations) 


INDICTMENT 


r 


COUNT  ONE 

The-  Grand  iJury-  Charges  : 

1.  On  or  about  August  23,  1972,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  EGIL  KROGK,  JR.,  the  DEFEND?^IT,  having  duly  taken 
F.n  oath  that  he  V70uld  testify  truthfully,  and  while  testify- 
ing in  a  proceeding  before  and  ancillary  to  a  Grand  Jury  of 
the  United  States,  duly  empanelled  and  sworn  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  did  make 
false  material  declarations  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

2.  At  the  time  and  place  alleged,  the  said  Grand  Jury 
was  conducting  an  investigation  in  conjunction  with  the 
United  States  Attorney's  Office  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  to  determine  whether 
violations  of  18  U.S.C.  371,  2511,  and  22  D.C.  Code  1801(b) 
and  other  statutes  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  had  been  comraitted  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsev.'here,  and  to  identify  the  individual  or  individuals 
who  had  corjnitted,  caused  the  commission  of,  or  conspired  to 
commit  such  violations. 


(312) 


23.1      UNITED  STATES  v.    KROGH  INDICTMENT,    OCTOBER  11,    1973,    2-4 

3.  It  was  material  to  the  said_^investigation  that  the 
Grand  Jury  ascertain  the  nature  of  the  activities  engaged  in 
by  E.  Howard  Hunt,  Jr.,  a  subject  of  the  investigation,  while 
he  was  employed  at  the  White  House  curing  1971  and  1972,  and 
the  identity  of  the  individual  or  individuals  who  directed 
those  activities. 

4.  At  the  time  and  place  alleged,  the  DEFENDANT, 
appearing  as  a  witness  under  oath  at  a  proceeding  before  and 
ancillary  to  the  said  Grand  Jury,  did  knowingly . declare  with 
respect  to  the  material  matter  alleged  in  paragraph  3  as 
follows: 

Q.   I  see.   Do  you  have  any  knowledge  of  any 
travel  that  Mr.  Hunt  made  in  connection  v/ith  the 
declassification  of  the  "Pentagon  Papers"  or  the 
narcotics  program  that  h-e  was  working  with  you 
on? 

A.   I'm  aware  of  the  trip  to  Texas  that  he 
took,  but  other  travel,  no. 

Q.   During  any  other  period  while  Mr.  Hunt 
was  vrarking  at  the  V*its  House,  v;hich  would  have 
been-  through,  I  believe,  the  end  of  March,  1972,,' 
are  you  aware  of  any  travel  that  he  made  for  the 
White  House? 

A.   No,  I'm  not . 

Q.   Are  you  aware  of  any  travel  that  I-lr. 
Hunt  m.ade,  \;hether  he  made  it  for  himself 
personally,  or  for  any  other  person? 
•  A .   No ,  I ' m  no  t . 


5.   The  underscored  portions  of  the  declarations  quoted 
in  paragraph  4,  made  by  the  DEFENDANT,  as  he  then  and  there 


-  2 
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v;ell    know,    were    false. 

All    in   violation   of    Titlo    18,    Urvited   States   Coda, 
Section    1623.  . 

COUNT   TViO 

The  Grand  Jury  further  charges: 

1.  The  Grand  Jury  realleges  all  of  the  allegations  of 
paragraphs  1  and  2  of  Count  One  of  this  indictment. 

2.  It  was  material  to  the  said  investigation  that  the 
Grand  Jury  ascertain  the  nature  of  the  activities  engaged 

in  by  G.  Gordon  Liddy,  a  subject  of  the  investigation,  v;hile 
,  he  was  employed  at  the  V.'hite  House  during  1971,  and  the 
identity  of  the  individual  or  individuals  who  directed  those 
activities. 

3.  At  the  time  and  place  alleged,  the  DEPENDANT, 
appearing  as  a  witness  under  'oath  at  a  proceeding  before 
and  ancillary  to  the  said  Grand  Jury,  did  knowingly  declare 
with  respect  to  the  material  matter  alleged  in  paragraph  2 
as  follows: 

Q.   Nov;,  what  travel  did  Mr.  Liddy  do  v;hile 
he  V7as  at  the  VJhite  House  that  you're  aware  of? 

A.   He  nada  a  trip  to  California  for  me  on 
some  customs  matters,  customs  issues  on  narcotics, 
VJhich  was  more  of  an  in-house  watchdog-type  of 
trip  to  determine  the  effectiveness  of  the  pro- 
gram out  there. 

Ke  had  been  involved  in  developing  Operation 
Intercept  in  19G9,  which  pretty  much  was  located 
out  of  the  Los  Angeles  area,  Terminal  Island. 

And  this  was  an  out  date,  so  to  speak,  on 
how  things  were  going  in  Los  Angeles  area. 


(314) 


23.1      UNITED  STATES  V.    KBOGH  mPICTMENT,    OCTOBER  11,    1973,    1-4 

Q.   Mow,  he  Vfa3  supposed  to  contact 
custom  officials  in  the  Los  Angeles  — 

A.   That  was  my  understanding,  but  he  did 
not  give  me  an  itinerary  of  -- 

Q.   Was  there  a  report  filed  by  him  \;ith 
you  of  the  trip? 

A.   Ko,  just  an  oral  report. 

Q.   Oral? 

A.   Right. 

Q.   Kow,  do  you  know  of  any  other  travel 
that  Mr.  Liddy  might  have  performed  -- 

A.   Ko. 

Q.       --   for   the   VThite   House   or   for   anyone 
else,    or   for   himself? 

A.      No. 

*  *  *  * 

Q.   Other  than  this  one  trip  to  California, 
can  you  think  of  any  reason  why  he  v.'ould  have 
had  to  travel  to  California  for  the  V.'hite  House? 

A.   No. 
4.   The  underscored  portions  of  the  declarations  quoted 
in  paragraph  3  made  by  the  DEFEKDAMT,  as  he  then  and  there 
well  knew,  viere  false. 

All  in  violation  of  Title  18,  United  States  Code, 
Section  1623. 

A  True  Bill 


|_s. 


/Foreman  'H      Ji         / 


ARCHIH;U.D  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 
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ran   'i'ld:  ni_;;'i'f-iiCY  O''  ^l)!,L'iliiT/^ 


UMITr:D  STA'i'KS  OF  AMRRICA 

V. 

F.GIL  KROCII,  JR.  , 

Defendant. 


Crimina].  Ko.  ''■  -'  /  / -- 

Violation  of;  18  U.S.C. 
02'!]  (Conspiracy 
Again?; t  Riyhts  of 
Citizens) 


ItJFORM.'XTIOM 

The  United  States  of  America,  by  its  Attorney, 
the  Special  Prosecutor,  Watergate  Special  Prosecution 
Force,  charges: 

1.  From  on  or  about  July  1,  1971  to  on  or  about 
Kay  25,  1973,  EGIL  KROGH,  JR.,  the  DEFENDANT,  was  an 
officer  and  ernployee  of  the  Unit.ed  States  Government, 
first  as  Deputy  Assistant  for  Donestic  Affairs  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  later  as  Under 
Secretary  of  Transportation. 

2.  At  all  times  material  herein  DEFE\'DAKT  and 
various  other  co-conspirators  unnamed  herein,  were 
officials  and  employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment and  were  acting  in  that  capacity. 

3.  From  on  or  about  July  1,  1971  to  the  present, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  snd  elsewhere,  the 
DEFENDANT,  unlawfully,  willfully  and  knowingly  did 
coiAine,  conspire,  confederate  and  agree  v/ith  the 
co-conspirators  to  injure,  oppress,  threaten,  and 
intimidate  Dr.  Lewis  J.  Fielding,  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  in  the  free  exercise  and  enjoyment 

of  a  right  and  privilege  secured  to  \\iv.\   by  the 
Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States  and  to 
conceal-  ;;uch  activities. 
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1.   It  v/rr;  a  jiarl:  oC  liu-  ccnr.pi  i;ac:y  I  h,?  I.  l;!io  iJi'i^EimA'cT 
anu  the  co-con.', pi  raticirij  would,  vLtiiout  Icj,;!  procor.s, 
probable  cause,  r.c-arch  i/arrant,  or  oi.hi"'r  lav.-ful  authority, 
er.tor  the  building  and  office;;  of  Dr.  Lev/is  J.  Fieldinc; 
located  at  150  ^'orth  Bedford  Drive,  Reverly  liills,  I.os 
Anciclea  County,  California,  with  intent  to  search  for, 
exa.T.ine,  and  photorjraph  docuii'entG  and  record.^  cent,  xning 
confidential  inforr.ation  concerning  Daniel  EllEberg,  and 
thereby  injure,  oppress,  threaten  and  intimidate  Dr.  Lev;is 
J.  Fielding  in  the  free  exercise  and  enjoyrent  of  the  right 
and  privilege  secured  to  hiip  by  the  Fourth  .^jnendnent  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  to  be  secure  in  his  person, 
house,  papers  and  effects  against  unreasonable  searches  and 
seizures. 

5.   It  \;a.s  further  a  part  of  the  conspiracy  that  with 
DEF'iNDAHT'S  knowledge,  consent,  approval  and  assistance, 
t\,-o  of  the  co-conspirators  would  and  did  travel  to  California 
on  or  about  August  25,  1971  for  the  purpose  of  preparing  to 
carry  out  and  impleirent  the  plan  and  scheir.e . 

G.   It  v;as  further  a  part  of  the  conspiracy  that  vjxth 
DEFENDA^;T'S  knov;ledge ,  consent,  approval  and  eissistance, 
five  of  the  co-conspirators  would  and  did  trairel  to  California 
on  or  about  Septeirher  1,  1971  for  the  purpose  of  implementing 
and  carrying  out  the  plan  and  scheme,  and  did  without  legal 
process,  probable  cause,  search  warrant  or  other  lav;ful 
authority,  covertly  and  unlawfully  enter  and  cause  to  be 
entered  the  offices  of  Dr.  Lev;is  J.  Fielding"  located  in 
Beverly  Hills,  California,  and  did  unlawfully  search  and 
cause  to  be  searched  the  preir.ises  therein. 

7.   In  furtherance  of,  and  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
objects  of  the  con:;piracy,  the  DEFFNDANT  and  the  co-conspira- 
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l.or.i    ili.tl    porforn   /ind    (iiti   'jar..:;a    to   Y>c.    jjorfon.-.od    tlicj 
foJlowin'j   ovcrL    act:;,    niaoncj    otliorH,     in    the    Dj.'itri.cL 
of    Colii-.iibia: 

OVnPT    ACTS 


1.  On  or  about  August  11,  1971,  the  DUFEriDANT 
sont  a  memorandum  to  an  official  of  the  Unite''  States 
Governircnt . 

2.  On  or  after  August  11,  1971,  tlie  DEFE?!DA;iT 
had  a  conversation  v;ith  an  official  of  the  United 
States  Government. 

3.  On  or  after  August  27,  1971,  the  DEFENDANT 
met  with  E.  Howard  Hunt,  Jr.,  and  an  official  of 
the  United  States  Governrnsnt. 

4.  On  or  about  August  30,  1971,  the  DEFENDA:!T 
had  a  telephone  conversation  with  an  official  of 
the  United  State.s  Governi?.-2nt . 

5.  On  or  about  September  1,  1971,  an  official 
of  the  United  States  Governn^nt  caused  the  delivery 
of  a  sum  of  cash  to  the  DEFrXDANT. 

6.  On  or  about  Septer.-bor  1,  1971,  the  DEFE:cda;:t 
caused  a  sum  of  cash  to  be  delivered  to  an  official 
of  the  United  States  Government. 

7.  On  or  about  Septeriber  7,  1971,  the  DEFE^;DA^^T 
had  a  conversation  with  an  official  of  the  United 
States  Government. 
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8.       On    or    aboul     Aurjuril     2P,  ,     10/2,     th'!    DrU'irinAriT    ' 
tesLif iorl    under    oaLii. 

(In    violation   of   Title    IC,    United    States 
Coilo,    Section    2'11.) 


Lr.ON    JAWiHCiJCI 
Special    Prosecutor 
V.'ntorgate   Special    Prosecution 
Force 
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CRIMINAL  DOCKET 
ll^titl■^   .^tati-a  Diolrict  iCiiiirl   fur  the  lliplrict  nl  (Cnhnuliia 


•  PARTIES 

-      ■   i    '                       1 

ATTOHNEYS                                                                                                              CRIMINAL      NO.        D 

UNITED   STATES 

u.  s.  A.XO...V  ^,y?^isi/6Hgg^ri5fe^^^                '  .s ;-..'';-; 

VS. 

: ORIGINAL 

EGIL  KROGH,    JR. 

Stephen  N.    Shulman    (Ret.) 

!  CHARCE     18   use   1623 

POrOr  — DOB:  8— 3 -"39 

lOCO   Conn.   Ave.,    N.Vf. 

(False  Declarations) 

1                                                      » 
1 

icf-^Bl'j'5' 

PR  w/corTcfs. 

69*4.9  Greenvale   St. 

NW 

-I 

PROCEEDINGS 


?730Ct  !        11|'|      v/lNDlCTHENT    FILED  (2      COUnts) 


ORDER  assigning  case  to  Judge  Gerhard  A.  Gesell  for  all  purposes. 


SIRICA,  C.J.  (N) 


q730ct 


M- 


APPEARAI-fCE   Of   Hill 


iarles_l 


^ryer,  Dept.  of  Justice,  1^25  K  St.,  entered  as  Govt,  counse 1^ 

ARRAIGNED:  Deft,  handed  copy  of  indictment.   Plea  Not  Guilty. 


Motion  of  deft,  for  release  on  personal  recognizance,  heard  and  granted. 


Hearing  on  motions  set  for  11-13-73  at  2:00  p.m.   Envelope  containing 


police  reports  sealed  and  filed  by  direction  of  the  Court.   Order  signec 


releasing  deft,  on  personal  recognizance. 


lESELL,  J.    Rep:  I.  V/atson   S.  Shulman,  Atty. 


ORDER  for  release  on  pers on al  recognizance  vfith  conditions. 
jESELL,  J.    Deft,  released  from  Court. 


.9730ct 


31 


t/  MOTION  for  discovery ;P/A;C/S 


,/^ MOTION  to  dismiss  indictment.  Exhibit  A;C/S;P/A 


,X  MOTION  to  consolidate  counts  ;C/S -.P/A 

i/  MOTION  for  transfer  on  ground  of  Prejudicial  pretrial  publicity; 


Affidavit  ;C/S  -.Exhibits  1  thru  85  ;  P/A 


"".ONTINUED 


FRI — KJ; — 9-10,7^ — Txr^O»14 


'/..o 
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\                        CRIM1NA!_   DOCKET 
ltuttl•^  ^t;ilc5  piGtiirt  Qlnurt  fuv  tlic  pisliict  iif  (Cniuiuliut 
United  States  vs.  ..  EGIL._KI10.CH,_JR.._. _ Cr.  No.        "857-7.3 Supplemental  Page  No ?' 


D.»TE    ' 

PnOCEEDINCS                 • 

/1973Novl 

30 

i^^^AIVER  of  rights  by  prosecution  by  indictmant  &  consent  to  proceed  I 

information,  filed. 

Letter  to  Shulman  from  Leon  Laworski  dated  11-30-73,  identified  as 

Government  Exhibit  #1  filed. 

u^GRMATION  filed  in  Open  Court;  ARRAIGNED;  PLEA  OF  GUILTY  entered 

fConspiracy  against  rights  of  citizens  in  violation  of  T  18  USC  241) ; 

referred;  bond.  GESELL.J.      Rep-Watson        Stephen  N.  Shulman, Att 

■" 

1973Dec 

3 

TRANSCRIPT  OF  PROCEEDINGS  OF  11-30-73 -.Pages  l-12;Court  copy; 

Reporter:  I.Z.Watson 

,  1973Dec 

12 

TRANSCRIPT  OF  PROCEEDINGS  of  11-13-73 ;Pages  1-129 ;Court  copy ;Rep-VJatsc 

\ 

^ 

* 
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1969, 


Railway  Labor  Dispute 

Announcement  of  Report  oj  Emergency  Board 
Investigating  Disputes  Between  Railroads  Represented 
by  the  National  Railway  Labor  Conference  and  Certain 
Employees.     November  3,  1969 

The  President  today  released  the  report  of  Presidential 
Emergency  Board  No.  176.  The  Board  was  created  Octo- 
ber 3,  1969,  to  investigate  disputes  between  the  Nation's 
railroads  represented  by  the  National  Railway  Labor 
Conference  and  certain  of  their  employees  represented 
by  the  International  Association  of  Machinists  and  Aero- 
space Workers,  the  International  Brotherhood  of  Electri- 
ckl  Workers,  the  Sheet  Metal  Workers'  International 
Association,  and  the  International  Brotherhood  of  Boiler- 
makers, Iron  Ship  Builders,  Blacksmiths,  Forgers  and 
Helpers.  The  dispute  involves  approximately  48,000  shop- 
craft  mechanics,  their  helpere  and  apprentices. 

The  Board  recommended  the  establishment  of  a  new 
Class  I  mechanics'  rate  at  least  20  cents  per  hour  above 
the  regular  mechanics'  rate  to  be  paid  to  mechanics  per- 
forming the  most  highly  skilled  and  responsible  assign- 
ments. The  Board  stated  that  the  parties  should  negotiate 
concerning  the  assignments  to  which  the  fiigher  rate 
should  be  applicable,  and  suggested  as  a  general  guide 
that  the  rate  should  apply  to  from  15  to  25  percent  of  the 
mechanics  on  each  railroad.  Railroad  mechanics  cur- 
rently earn  about  $3.60  per  hour. 

The  Board  further  recommended  continued  bargain- 
ing on  proposed  changes  in  certain  work  rules  to  obtain 
cost  savings  in  equipment  maintenance  and  repair,  and 
in  other  areas.  Savings  resulting  from  meaningful  rule 
changes  should  provide  the  basis,  the  Board  said,  for  fur- 
ther wage  adjustments.  In  addition,  the  Board  recom- 
mended general  wage  increases  for  all  employees  in  the 
amounts  of  2  percent,  effective  January  1,  1969,  and  3 
percent,  effective  July  1,  1969. 

The  Board  urged  a  review  and  study  of  the  Railway 
Labor  Act  to  consider  possible  revisions;  and  that  the 
railroads  an.'  unions  consider  revision  of  their  bargaining 
structure.  The  Board  concluded  that  "Serious  and  difiRcult 
negotiations  will  be  required  to  face  realistically  the  issues 
remaining  and  particularly  the  monetary  implications  of 
rule  changes.  The  Board  is  confident,  nevertheless,  that  a 
framework  of  agreement  has  been  erected." 

The  Board  was  composed  of  Ralph  T.  Seward,  attorney 
and  arbitrator,  Washington,  D.C.,  Chairman;  Robert  0. 
Howlctt,  attorney  and  Chairman  of  the  Michigan  Em- 
ployment Relations  Commission,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.; 
and  Professor  I^  Robert  Livcrnash,  Gradu.itc  School  of 
Business  .-Vdminisiration,  Harxard  Uni\ei-sitv,  Cambridge, 
Mass. 


W  =  EKLr    COMPIIAIION    OF    PaESIDENIIAL    DOCUMcNrs 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  Railway  Labor  .Act,  the 
parties  mu^t  maintain  the  "status  quo"  for  a  period  of 
30  davs  follfn\  ing  the  Board's  report. 

note:  For  fLxcciitue  Order  11486,  Treating  the  F.irif-rgency  Buard, 
and  lists  of  th''  railroads  and  labor  orgarnzatiyns  invi.Kcd,  see  page 
1358  of  tbii  volume  of  the  Weekly  Compilalinn  nl  Presidential 
Documents. 


The  President's  Staff 

Announcement  of  Appointments  of  Bryce  Harlow  and 
Dr.  Daniel  P.  Moynihan  as  Counsellors  to  the  President 
and  of  John  Ehrlichman  as  Assistant  to  the  President  for 
Domestic  Affairs,  and  Assignments  in  the  Domestic 
Affairs  Staff.     November  4, 1969 

The  President  today  appointed  Bryce  Harlow  and 
Dr.  Daniel  P.  Moynihan  to  be  Counsellors  to  the  Presi- 
dent, with  Cabinet  rank. 

Harlow,  who  was  the  first  man  appointed  by  Mr.  Nixon 
to  the  White  House  staff  after  the  1968  elections,  will 
continue  policy  guidance  of  congressional  relations  but 
will  be  freed  from  day-to-day  operational  detail  to  be 
more  available  to  the  President  for  counsel  on  the  entire 
spectrum  of  national  affairs. 

Moynihan,  who  now  heads  the  staff  of  the  Urban 
Affairs  Council,  will  continue  his  policy  guidance  in  urban 
problems,  but  will  be  able  to  apply  his  demonstrated 
innovative  flair  to  the  full  range  of  domestic  policy 
development. 

The  operational  responsibilities  presendy  carried  by 
Mr.  Harlow  will  in  time  be  assumed  by  a  new  Assistant 
to  the  President  for  Congressional  Relations,  and  similarly 
a  new  executive  secretary  of  the  Urban  Affairs  Council 
will  he  designated  in  the  near  future. 

In  addition,  a  new  post  has  been  created:  Assistant 
to  the  President  for  Domestic  .Affairs.  John  Ehrlichman, 
who  has  been  Counsel  to  the  President,  has  been  named 
to  this  position,  which  will  be  roughly  equivalent  in  domes- 
tic matters  to  the  position  held  by  Dr.  Henry  Kissinger  in 
national  security  affairs. 

The  Assistant  to  the  President  for  Domestic  .Affairs  will 
advise  the  President  on  domestic  policy  and  be  responsible 
for  White  House  operations  in  all  substantive  matters 
concerning  domestic  affait^.  The  tide  of  Counsel  to  the 
President  will  no  longer  be  used. 

The  domestic  affairs  staff,  \vhich  has  been  experiment- 
ing with  a  management  procedure  that  forms  specific 
project  groups  to  conduct  re.-earch  and  present  policy 
options  to  the  President,  will  now  formalize  this  "mission" 
appro.uh.  Units  will  be  crc.\tcd  consistint;  of  dcpart- 
nuMital  .lutl  .ii,'c-iit\  experts  ,\s  well  .is  Wliiic  Hotise  and 
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Burc.iu  of  llic  Budget  pcpiomicl,  and  « 
completion  of  c.icli  as,si!;nniont 

Fi\e  "itaff  members  will  a.viume  rcsponsibilit\  for  supcr- 
^^sion  of  these  (cmporary  unit';.  They  arc:  Jcihn  C. 
■W  hiiakcr,  Epil  Krot;h.  Edward  Morgan,  and  Henr\' 
Cashen  II,  all  appointed  Deputy  .•\5sistanls  to  the  Pre.<;i- 
dcnt  for  Domestic  .AiTairs.  and  Leonard  Garment,  Spe- 
cial Consultant  to  the  President. 

Kenneth  Cole,  Deputy  Assi.stant  to  the  President,  will 
be  responsible  for  the  administration  of  the  Domestic 
AfT  airs  staff. 

Richard  Burress,  Deputy  .Assistant  to  the  President  for 
Domestic  .Affairs,  will  ser\c  the  domestic  policy  staff  as 
legislative  specialist.  His  office  vvill  provide  technical  issLst- 
ajice  to  the  staff  and  work  with  the  Congressional 
Relations  ofifice  in  furthering  the  progress  of  the 
administration's  legislati\'e  program. 

Significance  of  Changes 

The  liming:  The  staff  rwjrdering  takes  place  exactly 
1  year  after  the  President's  dection  and  is  coordinated 
Vk-ith  the  move  of  Dr.  Arthur  Bums,  now  Counsellor  to 
the  President,  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  January  31. 

The  need  for  counsellors:  The  structure  of  any  White 
House  staff  must  be  framed  to  suit  the  requirements  of 
the  individual  President  it  serves;  organizations  will  differ 
because  Presidential  methods  differ. 

From  the  start,  President  Nixon  determined  to  have 
one  or  more  "Counsellors" — men  who  were  deeply  versed 
in  the  ways  of  governments  and,  most  important,  whose 
judgment  he  respected  and  whose  long-range  vision  for 
the  Nation  was  similar  to  his  own. 

The  function  of  a  Counsellor  is  to  anticipate  events,  to 
think  through  the  conseqiRnces  of  current  trends,  to  ques- 
tion conventional  wisdom,  to  address  fundamentals,  and 
to  stimulate  long-range  innovation. 

This  cannot  ordinarily  be  done  by  people  burdened 
with  operational  responsibilities.  It  also  is  more  likely  to 
be  done  in  a  practical  manner  by  men  who  have  recently 
shouldered  those  responsibilities — whose  service  on  the 
firing  line  endows  them  with  an  understanding  of  the 
obstacles  and  opportunities. 

Mr.  Harlow  brings  to  the  President  3 1  years  of  govern- 
ment service  and  a  unique  understanding  not  only  of  the 
w-ays  of  Congress  but  of  the  workings  of  the  entire  political 
system.  Dr.  Moynihan,  with  experience  in  two  different 
prc\-ious  administrations,  is  a  scholar  who  breaks  new 
ground  in  thou.ght  and  is  a  public  sen-ant  who  ha.<;  shown 
his  ability  to  create  new  programs  of  action. 

Though  both  men  were  born  in  Oklahom.i,  thcv  grew 
up  in  different  regions;  one  is  softspokcn.  the  other  rather 
outspoken;  one  is  5  fret  4  inche.-;,  thi-  other  6  feet  5  inches. 
Howrvrr  difTfrcnt  in  barkground  ;)nd  si\lf.  hnth  Coiin- 
•-clkirs  fharc  the  Presidents  trust  in  their  jiuitjnicnt  and 
WKin  will  bei  omi-  miirli  morr  available  lo  him  for  disrus- 
sion  aiui  roiinstl. 
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The  exercise  of  that  judgment,  invaluable  Id  u  rhitf 
executive,  will  be  strengthened  by  their  freedom  from  line 
operations  and  their  inrreastd  availabilitv  to  the  President. 

Thr  Ei'nlulioTi  of  ihc  Domestic  A/Jairt  Staff: 

Dr.  Bums'  appointment  to  the  Federal  Rcsrr^>-  Board 
was  long  planned.  His  staff  had  worked  closcK  w  ith  mem- 
bers of  the  Counsel's  staff.  Dr.  MoNTiihan's  staff,  and 
others  on  "special  project  teams"  that  helped  develoD 
legislative  proposals,  it  has  been  contemplated  for  some 
tmic  that  these  staffs  would  he  fitted  Into  a  permanent 
Dome-stic  Affairs  team. 

Advice  and  policy  guidance  will  be  channeled  to  the 
Domestic  Affairs  staff  from  the  Urban  Affairs  Council, 
the  Cabinet  Committee  on  Economic  Policy,  the  Environ- 
mental Quality  Council,  and  the  Counsellors  to  the  Presi- 
dent, as  well  as  the  departments  and  agencies. 

In  this  manner,  the  President  has  developed  his  own 
way  of  formulating  policy  on  the  domestic  side,  similar 
to  the  method  he  adopted  earlier  in  maners  dealing  with 
the  national  security. 

Assistant  to  the  President  Peter  Flanigan  wiU  continue 
in  that  capacity  and  will,  in  addition  to  his  other  duties, 
exercise  supervision  over  .some  of  the  domestic  affairs 
project  groups. 

The  White  House  staff  operation  under  H.  R.  HaJde- 
man  will  work  with  the  new  Domestic  Affairs  group  in 
essentially  the  same  way  as  with  -the  National  Security 
Affairs  group — making  certain  the  President  has  full 
information,  that  his  time  is  efficiently  utilized  and  that 
his  orders  are  carried  out. 


National  Program  for  Voluntary  Action 

Statement  by  the  President  Annourtcing  the  Creation  of 
a  National  Center  for  Voluntary  Action. 

November  4, 1969 

From  the  beginning  of  our  country,  Americans  have 
worked  together  voluntarily  to  help  master  common  needs 
and  problems.  A  major  goal  of  this  administration  is  to 
recognize  and  enlist  the  energies  and  resources  of  the 
people  themselves,  as  well  as  government,  in  a  renewal  of 
this  historic  American  approach.  To  further  that  goal,  I 
announced  last  March  the  initial  steps  in  building  a 
National  Program  for  Voluntar\-  .Action. 

For  the  past  6  months,  my  Special  Consultant  on  Vol- 
unt.iry  .Action,  Max  .M.  Fisher  of  Detroit,  and  Sccret.irv 
Roinney  of  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel- 
opment, Chairman  of  the  Cabinet  Committee  on  \'olun- 
t.u  V  .Action,  have  been  developing  the  National  Program. 
1 1  is  based  on  three  assumptions: 

I.  Many  .Americans  would  like  to  start  working  .is 
Nnlunteers  on  conimtinltv  problems.  .A  reecnt  siirvev 
reported  that  tuo-iliirds  of  us  were  willing  tii  volunteer 
regiil.irly  if  shown  •.nmethliig  \vorthv\hi!e  to  d,->. 
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Comrnittcc,  iiicliuliiif,'  tlui  rluiirmaii,  on  ^vhieh  reports  li.avo,  boon  re- 
(]uesreil  of  flic  Department  only  to  encounter  delay  in  developini:-  a 
position  between  tbe  Depaitnient  of  Transportation  and  tlie  Wbite 
Honse. 

It  then  has  been  my  rather  unpleasant  task  to  have  the  Secretary 
call  nie  up  and  ask  me  to  fjo  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  ask 
him  to  defer  hearings  or  reopen  hearings  or  defer  actions  until  the 
people  downtown — namely,  the  Department  and  the  White  House — 
can  develop  a  position  on  pending  legislation.  The  chairman  has  been 
most  patient  with  me  whenever  he  coidd,  but  there  is  a  limit. 

Therefore,  for  my  own  personal  peace  of  mind,  as  well  as  the  more 
important  aspect  of  trying  to  work  together  and  accomplish  some- 
thing, I  am  delighted  to  hear  you  say  that  you  are  going  tx3  work 
■with  us  in  advance.  I  hope  your  presence  in  the  Department  and  your 
relations  as  having  come  from  the  "UHiite  House  staff,  will  enable  us 
to  get  rhe  position  of  the  administration  so  as  to  be  able  to  give  it  con- 
sidemtion  early  and  with  reasonable  promptness.  I  hope  you  will 
dedicate  yourself,  among  other  thing-s,  to  that  end. 

^[r.  Krogh.  I  will  do  that,  Senator  Cotton. 

The  Ch.^ikman-.  Xow,  if  the  other  m.embers  of  the  committee  will 
wait  a  little  bit  for  general  questions  on  the  Department  itself,  I  would 
like  to  proceed  with  another  matter  here  and  discuss  that  first. 

Is  that  all  right  with  members  of  the  committee?  All  right. 

Xow,  ifr.  Krogh,  because  of  your  alleged  as.sociations  with  ilr. 
Liddy  and  Mr.  Hunt,  two  persons  now  standing  trial  for  their  involve- 
ment in  the  so-called  Watergate  case.  T  would  like  to  ask  certain  c|ues- 
tions  of  you  in  order  to  determine:  (1)  Whetlier  you  were  associated 
with  ]Mr.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Hunt,  and  (2)  if  so,  the  nature  and  the  dura- 
tion of  that  association  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  there  is  any- 
thing in  your  previous  record  of  Government  service  that  would  reflect 
negatively  on  your  qualifications  to  be  Under  Secretary  of  Transporta- 
tion. Xow,  do  you  have  any  objections  to  pursuing  such  questions? 

jNfr.'IvROOH.  iSTo.  sir;  I  do  not. 

Th.e  CHAinirAX.  Do  you  have  any  objections  to  being  sworn? 

^Nfr.  Kkocii.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

The  CuAiRiiAX.  All  right.  If  you  will  stand  and  raise  your  right 
hand.  Mr.  Ki-ogh.  Do  you  swear  to  tell  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and 
nothing  but  the  truth  ? 

^Ir.  Krogh.  I  do. 

The  CiiATRMAX.  Xow.  I  have  certain  questions  and  the  committee 
members  may  want  to  follow  through  with  them  if  thev  wish,  but  I 
think  they  will  lay  the  foundation  for  the  testimony  you  are  about 
_tfl_i:dve. 

Tiie  first  question  is.  ;^^r.  Krogh,  have  vou  been  associated  with  'Mv. 
Lid.lyandMr.  Hunt? 

Mr.  Kuocrr.  Yes,  sir;  I  have. 

The  Citair:max.  Were  'Slv.  Hunt  and  Mr.  Liddv  meml^ei-s  of  the  so- 
railed,  and  I  use  this  torm  advisedly,  Plumber-s  Organization  as  it  is 
co'iimonly  known? 

yU:  Kroctt.  Yes.  sir;  they  were. 

TherirAin^rw.   .Vnd  what  arc  the  plumbei-s? 

'^^r.  Ki:o.-.Tt.  The  nlunibei-s  was  a  group  that  was  put  together  for  the 
purpose  of  doin-r  wliat  it  conld  to  provopf  the  imautliorized  disclos\ire 
of  Sensitive,  classified  national  secnritv  in  foi-mation. 
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The  Cii AinMAX.  Wlio  pstnblislicd  the  ora-;inizat"ion  ? 

]Mf.  KitnGii.  Tiie  organization  was  established  by  Air.  Younir  of  the 
National  Seciii'ity  Council  statl  and  mysell:  pursuant  to  instru'.-tions 
from  Mr.  Elirliciiman. 

Tlie  CuAin.MAX.  Yes.  Xow,  iiow  did  it  come  by  tlie  name  "'plumb- 
ers" i  I  see  the  newspapers  use  that  frequently. 

Mr.  Kkogh.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Young  was,  as  I  remember,  talking  to 
his  motlier  or  his  mother-in-law  one  night,  and  she  asked  him  what  he 
was  doing  at  the  "White  House,  and  he  said  that  he  was  trying  to  do 
what  he  could  to  plug  leaks  of  sensitive  information,  and  she  said, 
"Well,  we  have  a  carpenter  in  the  family.  It's  nice  to  have  a  plumber, 
too,"  and  from  that  point  on  the  group  becam.e  known  as  the  plumbei'S. 

The  Chatrman.  "Why  were  you  selected  to  participate  in  this  organi- 
zation ?  Can  you  give  us  any  background  on  that  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  "Yes,  sir.  During  the  first  2  years  I  was  particularly 
involved  in  work  with  the  FBI,  other  law  enforcement  matters,  and 
I  had  some  familiarity  with  the  internal  security  system  in  the  Federal 
Government. 

The  Chairiian.  Let  me  explore  how  precisely  you  became  associated 
with  Mr.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Hunt,  and  I  could  ask  these  questions:  If 
you  know,  who  retained  Mr.  Liddy  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  I  did. 

The  Chairmax.  You  did.  And  how  was  he  laiown  to  you  ? 

Mr.  IvROon.  He  was  loiown  to  me  as  an  attorney  in  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury  where  he  had  worked  on  narcotics  control  issues. 

The  CitvrRMAX.  Who  retained  Mr.  Hunt,  if  you  know  ? 

IMr.  Krogh.  Mr.  Young  and  I  retained  Mr.  Himt. 

The  Cn.UE3Lvx.  '\^Tio  recommended  Mr.  Hunt  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  He  was  recommended  to  us  by  Mr.  Charles  Colson, 
counselor  to  the  President. 

The  CiiArajtAX".  What  is  that  name,  again  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  Charles  Colson. 

The  CHAiRstAX.  How  were  Mr.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Hunt  compensated 
for  their  services,  if  you  loiow  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  ]Mr.  Liddy,  as  I  remember,  was  compensated  from  the 
Domestic  Council  payroll,  and  ilr.  Hunt  was  a  ^Yhite  House 
consultant. 

The  CnAiRirAX.  Xow,  when  you  speak  of  the  Domestic  Council  pa}-- 
roll.  that  means  the  payroll  within  the  "White  House;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Krogh.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ch.\irmax.  ilr.  Ehrlichman's  payroll  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  Yes,  sir;  that's  correct. 

The  Chairmax.  Xow 

Senator  Cottox.  Excuse  me,  but  did  you  say  Mr.  Hunt  was  a  coun- 
selor to  the  Wliite  House  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  Xo,  sir.  Mr.  Colson  was  counsel  to  the  President. 

Senator  Cottox.  Yes ;  but  you  also  said  something  about  Mr.  Hunt's 
capacity  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  A  consiUtant. 

Senator  Cottox.  A  consultant,  pardon  me.  That's  what  I  meant, 
consultant.  You  mean  by  that  that  he  received  a  per  diem  or  was  he  on 
regular  compensation? 

Mr.  Kkogh.  Sir,  I  don't  know  exactly  what  the  form  of  payment 
was  to  ilr.  Hunt. 
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24.     In  the  summer  of  1972  Dwight  Chapin,  the  President's  appointments 

secretary,  met  with  Donald  Segretti.  Segretti,  whom  Chapin  had  employed 

to  disrupt  the  campaigns  of  candidates  for  the  Democratic  presidential 

nomination,  had  previously  been  questioned  by  the  grand  jury  investigating 

the  Watergate  break- in  and  by  the  FBI.  Segretti  has  testified: 

Mr.  Chapin  told  me  to  cease  all  activities.  I 
asked  Mr.  Chapin  if  I  should  make  an  accounting 
of  funds,  that  I  did  have  some  money  that  was  left 
over.  Mr.  Chapin  told  me,  no,  to  keep  whatever 
money  I  had  remaining  as  a  bonus;  and  I  had  been 
through  a  lot  of  problems,  with  the  FBI  and  the 
grand  jury  appearance  .  .  . 

The  amount  Involved  was  several  thousand  dollars.  They  also  discussed 

the  possibility  of  Chapin 's  finding  Segretti  a  job. 
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TEE  vrrrnEGS:   YeC/  it  did.   It  nieant  that  it  would 
have  very  restricted  distribution  and  really  only  to  tJiose 
■Dsople  it  v.'as  distributed  to. 

mn:  COUHT:   in  other  words,  it  was  not  to  be  Bent 
on  by  tiie  people  who  got  it;  is  that  what  you  are  saying? 
tPEE  VTI'n'rESS:   Well,  not  quite. 
Tnr;  court:  irnat  did,  °Syes  Only"  mean? 
TilE   vriTHCSS:   I  was  never  sure. 
TEE  COURT:   All  right.   Tnat  is  a  good  ansvrer. 
BY  I-ni.  RUAiEi 
0    Mr.  Dean,  I  shov/  you  what  has  been  marked  for  identi- 
fication purposes  Govemiaent  Exhibit  32. 

Would  you  identify  that,  if  you  can? 
A    Yes ,  I  can  identify  it. 
Q    Tell  us  what  this  is,  please? 

A    This  is  tiie  original  of  the  sanus  docximent  which  I 
received  in  Noveinber,  early  Noverri>er,  tliat  was  given  to  ne  by 
Mr.  Chapin  at  the  tine  he  was  leaving  the  Khite  House  staff  in 
the  spring  of  1573,  vhen   ho  brought  over  a  whole  packet  of 
isaterialo  that  related  to  this  natter. 

Q    IJow,  is  there  handrrriting  on  that  docurnent? 

A    Yen,  there  in. 

Q  Is   that  your  Ixandvrriting? 

A  !.'o,    it  is  not. 

hIR,  RUAlJi:;   I  offer  Exhibit  32  in  evidence. 
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MR.  STEIN:   No  objection, 

THE  COURT:   It  may  be  received. 

(TiThereupon,  original  of  Chapin 

memorandum  dated  November  5,  1972 

Lwas  marked  Government's  Exhibit 
No.  32,  and  received  in  evidence.) 
BY  MR.  RDANE: 
Q    Mr.  Dean,  have  you  ever  pleaded  guilty  to  a  crime? 
A    Yes,  I  have. 
Q    T-Hien  was  that,  sir? 
A    October  19,  1973. 
Q    vrnere  did  you  plead? 
A    Here  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Q    District  of  Columbia  Federal  Court? 
A    That  is  correct. 
Q    VsTiat  was  that  crime? 

A    The  crime  of  obstruction  of  justice. 
Q    Is  that  a  conspiracy  to  obstruct  justice? 
A    Conspiracy  to  ostruct  justice,  that  is  correct. 

THE  COURT:   I  again  remind  you,  ladies  and  gentlemen, 
of  my  instruction  with  respect  to  this  aspect  of  any  prior 
conviction.   That  bears  on  credibility  and  I  will  ba  instructing 
ycu  fully  on  that  later. 

MR-  RUANE:   Your  Honor,  if  lr>jy,   I  would  like  to 
publish  Eichibit  32. 


f  » 
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THE  CCDRT:   You  may. 

MR.  RUANE:   This  is  a  document  and  in  the  upper  right- 
hand  corner  its  says,  "Sye3  Only." 

I      It  is  datad,  November  5,  1972. 

It  is  titled,  "Chronology  of  Activity. 

"1.   September  (?)  1971-Chapin  phones  Segretti 
in  Monterey,  California  and  asks  him  to  fly  to 
Washington.   Meets  with  Chapin  and  Strachan. 
Donias  still  in  the  railitary.   V7e  discussed 
his  becoming  an  agent  for  us  during  the  coming 
political  campaign.   Vfe  were  after  information 
as  to  schedules  of  candidates /  people  who  could 
infiltrate  headquarters,  could  ask  embarrassing 
questions  and  could  organize  counter  demonstrations 
to  those  we  expected  our  opposition  to  come  forth 
with  during  the  campaign - 

"2.      Don  returned  to  Monterey.   A  few  days 
later  he  phoned  to  say  he  was  interested. 

"3.   Gordon  Strachan  brought  the  subject  to 
the  attention  of  blank  and  Kalmbach  at  a  '^•Thita 
House  meeting.   It  was  approved  for  Segretti  to 
be  hired.   I  did  not  know  the  amount  or  the  con- 
ditions of  the  salary. 

"4.   Don  aot   out  of  the  Service.   He  then 
began  moving  around  the  country  making  contact  v/ith 
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people  whom  he  felt  he  could  trust. 

"5.   Approxiinately  a  half  dozan  times  he 
carp.e  to  ^•:'a3hington  and  ve  v;ould  meet  at  lunch  or 
dinner.   Generally  he  would  review  v/here  he  had 
people.   Don  never  used  names.   I  didn't  want  to 
know  who  the  people  were  and  told  him  so. 

"I  constantly  urged  him  to  be  discreet,  to 
use  double  and  triple  identification  backstops, 
for  mail,  phone  calls  and  in  terms  of  contacts. 
On  one  occasion  we  met  in  Portland,  Oregon.   I 
had  told  Don  to  go  there  to  watch  a  Presidential 
stop  and  to  note  how  the  demonstrators  organized 
against  us. 

"6.   The  bulk  of  ny  contact  was  between 
September  1971  and  January  1,  1972." 
Then  there  is  handwriting. 

At  this  time,  I  would  like  to  read  a  stipulation 
agreed  to  by  all  counsel: 

That  all  the  handwriting  on  Government  Exhibit  32  is 
that  of  the  Defendant  D'vight  L.  Chapin,  eircept  the  following: 
ThG  v7ord,  "Cordon,"  on  Page  1.   The  word,  "Dean,"  on  Page  6; 
and  the  letter,  "S"  on  Page  6. 

"October  of  1971  was  for  the  most  part  occupied 
by  China.   I  may  'rare  had  phone  contact  during  October. 
"7.   In  January  or  February,  Liddy  reported  to 
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Strachan  there  was  an  agent  in  the  field  v;ho  they 

couldn't  determine  and  "they'  were  going  to  go 

after  hire.   Strachan  checked  two  people  (blank 

and  blank)  and  then  Don  was  advised  to  report  to 

Liddy.   That  is  how  his  phone  number  got  in 

Liddy's  book  and  how  his  existence  was  later 

discovered  by  the  FBI. 

"8.   Don  made  one  mistake  when  during  the 
December  he  moved  into  New  Hampshire  in  too 
public  a  way.   He  went  to  Allan  V7alker  and  tried 
to  buffalo  him.   We  (Gordon  and  Chapin)  \vere 
alerted  and  I  yanked  him  to  Washington.   He 
becsime  much  more  careful  after  the  episode. 
But  it  was  the  tim.e  I  should  have  fired  him. 

"9.   The  bulk  of  Don's  activity  was  in 
Florida.   He  had  some  girl  agent  in  Muskie's 
State  Keadqviarters .   He  also  had  plants  in  the 
headquarters  of  Jackson  and  Humphrey. 

"Don  was  responsible  for  the  anti-Muskie 
radio  ads  on  a  Cuban  radio  station  placed  by 
'A  Jackson  person. ' 

"It  is  my  feeling  Don  did  the  'Sex  News 
Release'  on  Jackson  and  Humphrey  and  tried  to 
tie  it  to  Muskie's  people.   I  say  'feeling' 
since  one  dav  the  release  came  throuah  the  mail 
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to  my  home.   There  was  no  letter  with  it.   I 
suspect  Don  did  it. 

"Don  put  the  stink  bombs  in  the  Muskie 
Taiupa  Headquarters.   The  Muskie  people  blained 
Jackson's  troops. 

"He  also  put  out  countless  press  releases 
about  events,  scheduled  and  non-scheduled.   In 
addition,  he  would  put  out  issue  papers  especially 
on  busing. 

"Itony  times  he  would  run  classified  ads  for 
'blacks'  to  work  in  Muskie  headquarters, 

"I  believe  it  vras  Don  who  had  cards  passed 
out  at  Wallace  rallies.   They  said,  'If  you  liked 
Adolf  Hitler,  you'll  love  George  Wallace.' 
'Vote  Muskie'  or  something  identifying  Muskie 
people v^Bs  on  the  other  side  of  the  card. 

"10.   Don  sent  via  mail  to  iny  residence 
clippings  or  little  notes — never  signed.   They 
ware  usually  campaign  hoax  sotixes.   This  was 
the  main  way  he  'reported.'" 

And  than  in  handwriting,  it  says: 

"Many  times  I  didn't  even  open..."  —  there 
is  a  question  mark  above  the  word,  "open"  -■^. . . 
the  envelopes. 

"11.   In  January,  February,  May  and  June,  I 
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was  vSiTV'  involved  in  the  foreign  travel  and  had 
little  and  sosT^tiines  no  contact  with  Don. 

"12.  Wnen   the  V7atergats  broke,  we  told 
Don  to  get  lost.   I  believe  Herb  settled  with 
him  for  salary  through  the  year.   I  am  not  sure 
on  this  point." 

And  then,  in  parenthesis,  in  handwriting,  which  has 
been  stipulated: 

"He  may  have  been  paid  by  April  7th.  ' 

"13.   In  July  or  August,  Segretti  called 
to  say  the  FBI  had  called.   He  called  me  ninutes 
after  they  called  him.   (Iteybe  they  went  to  his 
home.)   I  .contacted  Gordon  who  checked  Dean. 

"14.   Instrijctions  to  Segretti  from  that 
point  on  were  handled  by..."  — 

Ajid  then  the  v/ord,  "Don"  is  crossed  cut  and  above  it 
is  written,  "Dean." 

"Don  came  to  VTashington  and  met  with  Dean 
and  Gordon  S. 

"15.   In  July,  aftsr  Don  had  been  interviewed 
by  the  FBI  vhen  I  was  in  California  to  work  on  the 
Wolper  filris,  I  had  lunch  with  Eenretti.   ^Te  talked 
of  his  goinTT  away,  keeping  quiet.   He  mentioned  he 
might  get  some  legal  advice  from  Young.   I  urged 
him  to  be  careful.   In  addition,  I  told  him.  to 
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destroy  all  records." 

And  then,  in  handvnriting ,  on  the  margin: 
"I  believe  Don  still  has  a  diary.   A  lawyer 
should  look  at  it.   He  will  know  exact  dates  when 
he  met  with  me  and  what  specifically  I  told  h±n to 
do  or  recommended.   I  assume  Don  has  never  shown 
the  diary  to  Young.   The  diary  will  indicate 
specifically  what  Don  did  and  when. 

"16.   When  I  was  at  the  Convention  Don  called 
to  say  he  had  been  called  to  appear  before  the 
grand  jury.   He  was  up  tight.  .  Dean  told  me  not 
to  worry.   Dean  met  with  Segretti  in  Miami. 

"17.   Don  went  before  the  grand  jury.   Dean 
reported  it  went  v:ell. 

"18.   Don  returned  to  California. 
"19.   Don  called  about  three  weeks  prior  to 
the  Post  story  to  say  the  Washington  Post  had  been 
to  his  home. 

"20.   Dean  put  Don  on  the  road  and  I  haven't 
talked  to  hin  since." 

No  further  questions  at  this  time.  Your  Honor. 
THE  COURT:   You  irtay  examine,  Kr.  Stein. 

CROSS-EXAJ-IINATION 
BY  MR.  STEIN: 

Q    f-lr.  Dean,  the  original  of  what  was  just  read,  you 
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THE  COURT:   You  haven't  been  asked  about  your 
conversation  with  Mr.  Dean. 

MR.  DAVIS:   V/e  don't  intend  to.  Your  Honor. 
THE  COURT:   Right.   I  just  remind  the  witness. 
THE  WITNESS:   All  light.   Thank  you.  Your  Honor. 
BY  MR.  DAVIS: 
Q    You  didn't  see  Mr.  Chapin  in  Miami,  did  you? 
A     I  did  not. 

Q    What  was  the  next  time  )ou  saw  Mr.  Chapin? 
A    The  next  time  I  recall  seeing  Mr.  Chapin  was  later 
on  that  summer,  and  I  don't  recall  the  exact  date  now.   I  met 
him  in  California. 

Q    Do  you  recall  where  you  met  him? 

A    Yes,  I  met  him  in  front  of  the  Century  Plaza  Hotel 
in  Los  Angeles.   From  there,  we  drove  across  the  street  and 
had  lunch  in  a  restaurant. 

Q    Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  him? 

A    Yes,  I  did. 

Q    What  was  the  conversation? 

A    Mr.  CJiapin  told  me  to  cease  all  activities. 

I  asked  Mr.  Chapin  if  I  should  make  an  accounting  of 
funds,  that  I  did  have  some  money  that  was  left  over. 

Mr.  Chapin  told  me,  no,  to  keep  whatever  money  I 
^    had  remaining  as  a  bonus;  and  I  had  been  through  a  lot  of 
J!  problems  with  the  FBI  and  the  grand  jury  appearance,  and  so 
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forth. 

There  was  some  brief  discussion  between  Mr.  Chapin 
and  I  regarding  the  possibility  of  him  helping  me  obtain  a 
job  in  some  field  in  the  future. 

Q    As  of  that  date,  how  much  money  had  you  received? 

A     I  received  between  fourty-four  and  forty-five 
thousand  dollars. 

Q    Just  so  we  are  clear,  you  never  received  any  of  that 
money  from  Mr.  Chapin,  is  that  correct? 

A     No,  I  did  not. 

Q    Who  did  you  receive  all  that  money  from? 

A    I  received  all  the  money  from  Mr. Herbert  Kalmbach 
or  his  secretary.   I  received  one  sum  from  his  secretary;  and 
I  also  received  that  sum  of  $400  much  earler  from  Mr.  Strachan.' 

Q     Did  you  ever  tell  Mr.  Kalmbach  about  any  of  your 
activities? 

A    No,  I  did  not. 

Q    Did  you  keep  a  record  of  your  expenses? 

A    I  did. 

Q     Showing  you  what  has  been  marked  as  Exhibit  No.  27, 
can  you  identify  that? 

A    I  can. 

Q    What  is  it? 

A    This  is  a  record  of  my  expenditures  and  receipts. 

Q    How  far  does  that  carry  your  expenditure.-  to,  to  wliat 
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date? 

A     I  believe  it  is  up  to  June  1972. 

MR.  DAVIS:   The  Government  would  like  to  offer  this, 
Your  Honor,  would  offer  it. 

MR.  STEIN:   Objection. 

THE  COURT:  V^hat  is  its  relevancy?   There  is  no  indi- 
cation he  showed  it  to  anybody.  *'  ♦'     **" 

MR.  DAVIS:   We  just  want  to  establish  the  accounting 
of  the  amount  he  spent,  so  we  will  know  how  much  was  left  as  th|e 
bonus. 

THE  COURT:   Did  you  indicate  in  any  way  to  Mr.  Chap  in 
how  much  was  left  or  did  you  just  say  you  had  some  money  left 
over? 

THE  WITNESS:   No,  I  believe  I  did  indicate  that  I 
I  had  several  thousand  dollars  remaining.   Whether  I  gave  him 
the  exact  amount,  I  don't  believe  I  did,  no,  sir. 

THE  COURT:   Very  well. 

The  objection  is  sustained. 

BY  MR.  DAVIS: 
Q    Now,  Mr.  Segretti,  you  testified  to  various  telephone 
conversations  you  had  with  Mr.  Chapin. 

In  what  manner  did  you  place  those  calls  wlien  you 
made  them? 

A    There  were  a  variety  of  manners.   Sometimes  it  was 
direct  dial  from  my  home  telephone  number.   Other  times  it  was 
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;they   went   to   his   homa)  .  " 

Why   did  you  put    "Maybe   thay  went   to  his   home"    there? 

A- 

A.  I   don't  knov7.      I    think  maybe    I   heard   that   they  \-Jsnt 

to  his   home. 

Q.  All   right. 

"I  contacted  Gordon  who  checked  [with]  Dean." 
is  that  true? 
!      A.     That  is  my  understanding  as  to  what  happened,  yes. 


■sir. 


Q.  Paragraph  14: 

"Instructions  to  Segretti  from  that  point  on  v/ere  handlad 


by  Dean." 


A.     That  is  correct.   He  was  Don's  contact. 

Q.  "Don  came  to  Washington  and  met  with  Dean  and 

Gordon  Strachan." 

A.     Yes. 
I     .  Q.      "15.   In  July  after  Don  had  been  interviewed  by  the 
'F3I  v/hen  I  was  in  California  to  vrork  on  the  iZolpar  films,  I 
jihad  lunch  with  Segretti." 

Do  you  remember  that  lunch? 

A.     I  do.   That  is  the  one  he  v/as  referring  to  where 
I  said--  v/here  I  mentioned  that  bonus  thing. 

;•       Q.  "VJe  talked  of  his  going  away,  keeping  quiet." 

It 
i 
,l       Do  you  recall  that? 

jj 

j'       A.      Yes.   We  talked  about  the  fact  that  ha  should  — 
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I  should  say,  v;ith  v;hat  Mr.  Daan  tastifiad  to  this  morning,  in 

regards  to  this. 

i 

'      But  the  part  that  --  I  think  the  part  about  Don  "was 

uptight"  was  accurate. 

i 

I      a     All  right. 

"Daan  met  with  Segratti  in  Miami." 

Is  that  true? 

fl.     Yes,  it  is. 

0.     Paragraph  17: 
I     "Don  want  before  the  Grand  Jury.   Dean  reported  it  went 
wall." 

That  is  true,  is  it  not?  ^ 

I     ?.     Yes . 

Q.     "Don  returned  to  California." 

Is  that  true? 

A.  I   don't  know  whether  that  is   correct  or  not.      I 

don't  know  where   that    came   from. 

Q.     Paragraph  19  : 

"Don  called  about  threa  weeks  prior  to  the  Post  story  to 
;say  the  V7ashington  Post  had  been  to  his  home." 

Is  that  true? 

fl.     I  believe  it  is  true,  yes. 

Q.  Page    8:  .         - 

jl 

jl  "Dean   put  Don   on   tiie   road    and  I   haven't    talked  to  him 

i: 

i;since ." 

il 
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tinned  particularly  Mr.  Dean.  He  did  mention  other  individuals  but 
I  cannot  recall  their  names,  and  indicated  he  had  been  told  he  would 
have  approximately  $1  million  budget.  I  indicated  to  him  at  that  time 
that  $1  million  budget  was  a  sizable  budget  and  that  he  should  prepare 
the  background  documents  necessarj-  to  justifj'  this  budget  and  that 
he  would  then  have  an  opportunity  to  present  the  budget  to  the  Attor- 
ney General. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow.  did  there  come  a  time  when  Mr.  Liddy  did  present 
his  plan  to  the  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Mitchell? 

Mr.  ^Iagruder.  Yes.  In  February  I  set  up  an  appointment  with 
Mr.  Mitchell  and  John  Dean  on  February  27  at  i  in  the  afternoon. 

Mr.  Dash.  On  Febiiuiry 

Mr.  iL\GRrDF.R.  The  first  meeting  was  February  27. 

Mr.  Dash.  May  I  refresh  your  recollection,  ilr.  Magruder,  do  you 
mean  February  27  or  January  27? 

Mr.  ilAGRUDER.  I  am  sorry,  January  27,  1971.  And  we  had  a  meet- 
ing in  Mr.  Mitchell's  office  at  4  in  the  afternoon  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  ^\1io  attended  that  meeting  in  Mr.  Mitchell's  office  on 
January  27? 

Mr.  Magrcder.  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  Liddy,  and  myself. 

Mr.  Dash.  Prior  to  the  meeting  on  January  27,  did  you  know  any 
of  the  details  of  the  plan  that  Mr.  Liddy  was  going  to  present  on  that 
day? 

^Ir.  Magrctdek.  Xo,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Covdd  vou  describe  in  detail  what  occurred  on  January  27 
in  Mr.  Mitchell's  office? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Mr.  Liddy  brought  with  him  a  series  of  charts,  they 
were  professionally  done  charts,  and  had  color,  some  color,  on  each 
of  the  charts.  As  t  recall  there  were  approximately  six  charts.  Each 
chart  contained  a  subject  matter  and  was  headed  by  a  code  word.  I 
cannot  recall  many  of  the  code  words,  the  one  I  do  recall  is  Gemstone. 
I  think  one  was  called  Target  but  I  cannot  specifically  recall  the  other 
code  words.  Each  chart  had  a  listing  of  certain  types  of  activities  with 
a  budget  and,  as  I  recall,  there  was  one  chart  that  totaled  up  the  activi- 
ties and  the  budget  totaled  to  the  $1  million  figure  that  he  had  men- 
tioned previously. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Liddy  was  presenting  this  in  the  form  of  a  show 
and  tell  operation? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  "What  were  the  size  of  these  charts? 

Mr.  >L\GRUDER.  As  I  recall,  they  were  approximately  probably  the 
size  of  the  chart  that  is  on  the  display  stand, 

Mr.  Dash.  "Were  they  on  an  easel  or  display  stand  in  the  Attorney 
General's  office? 

Mr.  ^fAGRUDER.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  have  any  idea  where  these  charts  were  prepared 
or  who  prepared  them? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Xo.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  say  the  charts  dealt  with  various  projects  and  they 
had  code  names  on  them.  Could  you  give  us  to  your  best  recollection 
what  some  of  these  projects  were? 

Mr.  M.VGRtrnicR.  This  was.  of  course,  the  piojects,  including  wire- 
tapping, electronic  surveillance,  and  photography.  There  were  projects 
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rdating  to  the  abduction  of  indiv^iduals,  particular! v  members  of 
radical  groups  that  we  were  concerned  about  on  tlie  con\ention  at  ^an 
Die^^o.  Mr.  Liddy  had  a  plan  where  the  leaders  would  be  abducted  an 
de  amed  in  a  place  like  Mexico  and  that  they  would  then  be  returne 
to  this  country  at  the  end  of  the  convention  "Lurneu 

He  had  another  plan  which  would  have  used  women  as  a-ents  to 
.vork  with  members  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  at  thei? 
convention  and  here  in  Washington,  and  hopefully,  throu-h  he  r 
ei^rts,  they  would  obtain  information  from  them  ° 

31  r.  Dash.  With  regard  to  these  women 

:5enator  Ervin.  I  am  going  to  ask  the  audience  to  please  refrain 
from  laughter  or  any  kind  of  demonstration.  ^e  reiram 

Mr.  D.^SH.  With  regard  to  the  use  of  these  women  as  agents,  did 
this  mrolve  the  use  of  a  yacht  at  Miami?  ^        ' 

Mr.  iLvGRUDER  He  envisioned  renting  a  yacht  in  .Aliami  and  havin<. 
It  set  up  for  sound  and  photographs.  ^ 

Mr.  Dash.  And  what  would  the  women  be  doing  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Magruder.  I  really  could  only  estimate,  but 

he  indicateT  '^^'*^  °"  ^''^  project,  from  your  recollection.  What  did 

co;\'idJSraTi  .S"'  ^'^^ ""''  '^^^  '^^^'  ^  '"^^^  ^-^  -"^-i 

Mr.  Magruder.  I  do  not  specifically  recall  that. 

this  meeting?  ^°'''  ^^'""^  ^"^  ^^^  ^''^''^  ""''^^^^  ^^^^  ^"  presented  at 

Mr.  Magruder.  Approximately  $1  million 

Mr.  Dash.  How  long  did  I\Ir.  Liddy's  presentation  take  2 

Mr.  Magruder.  Approximately  30  minutes. 

Mr.  Dash    Mr.  Magruder,  what  was  Mr.  Mitchell's  reaction,  Mr 
presentatTon1'°"'    '''        ^■°'"    °''''    '''''*'°''    ^^^"^    ^°"    heard    this 

^Jh^If^^^""-  -^•'^>^'  ^"  ^^'f.  °^  "'  ^^'^  appalled.  The  scope 
and  .size  of  the  project  was  something  that  at  least  in  my  mind  was 
not  envisioned.  I  do  not  think  it  was  in  Mr.  Mitchell's  rnind  or  Air 
Dean  s,  although  I  can't  comment  on  their  state  of  mind  at  that  time" 
in;  wifh  H.ffi  '  A"  ^"  understated  way,  which  »vas  his  method  of  deal- 
ing ^Mth  difficult  problems  like  this,  indicated  that  this  was  not  an 
acceptable  project. 

nt  Yh";  ^'T^^''^^?  '^''^  ^^'-  ^^^'^^^"  ^^'«  ^^^-  I^iddy  any  instructions 
at  the  end  of  this  meeting?  -j       J 

Mr.  Magruder.  He  indicated  that  he  would  go  back  to  the  drawin- 
boards  and  come  up  with  a  more  realistic  plan 
■        '■  ■.I'^fl^''  It  would  be  true  that  Liddy.  at  least,  left  that  meet- 
ing without  being  discouraged  from  continuing  to  plan  an  intellic^nce 
oj^eration.  "  ^j^^rm^c 

Mr.  Magruder.  I  would  say  he  was  discoura-ed,  but  he  was  <nven 
the  right  to  come  up  with  a  more  reasonable  plan. 

meeti'ni? '"■  ^"^  ''°"  ^""^  ''"^'  ^^^°"^"i""  ^'^^  Mr.  Liddy  after  rhe 

Mr.  ArAGRr-DEK.  Yes.  he  left  with  John  Dean  and  T  nu  our  way  back 

to  the  committee  and  indicated  his  being  disturbed  because  he  had 
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back  to  eithei-  Mr.  Ilaldetnan  oi-  Mr.  EhiHcIinian.  f  dul  assvimo  this, 
but  that  was  only  an  a.ssumption  from  my  work  at  the  Wliiti;  House 
myself. 

Mr.  D.vsii.  AVerc  you  again  called  befoie  the  yrand  jury  prior  to  tlu- 
trial,  the  first  trial  ? 

Mr.  Maorudkr.  Yes. 

Mr.  D.\SEi.  When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  M-VGurDER.  That  was  in  September,  the  middle  of  September. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  why  you  were  being  called  before  that 
grand  jury? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes.  At  that  time,  they  had  gotten  a  copy — they  had 
subpenaed  my  diary  and  my  diarj-  contained  meetings,  primarily  the 
meetings  in  January  and  February,  with  Mr.  Liddy  that  we  knew  they 
would  be  very  interested  in.  So  consequently,  ilr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  Dean, 
and  I  met  to  try  to  determine  liow  I  would  answer— — - 

Mr.  Dash.  You  mean  prior  to  your  appearance  before  the  grand 
juiy  in  September? 

Mr.  ^L\GRCT>ER.  Yes,  sir. 

ilr.  Dash.  "What  was  the  purpose  of  that  meeting  ? 

Mr.  ^IacrtjDer.  The  purpose  was  to  develop  the  story  in  effect  of 
what  took  place  at  those  meetings.  Mr.  Dean  asked  if  he  could  be 
removed  from  those  meetings,  and  I  said  that  would  not  work,  because 
too  many  people  knew  he  had  attended  those  meetings. 

Then  Air.  5litchell  and  Mr.  Dean,  and  I  agreed  that  we  would  in- 
dicate-— I  would  indicate — that  the  first  meeting  never  occurred,  that 
vre  had  canceled  it  and  that  at  the  second  meeting,  we  had  discussed 
the  new  election  law,  which  actually  had  been  passed  that  week,  and  I 
introduced  Islv.  Liddy  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  he  had  not  met  ifr.  Mitchell. 
It  turned  out  that  he  had  met  Air.  Mitchell,  but  I  was  unaware  of  that. 

So  I  indicated  to  the  grand  jury  that  it  was  an  informal  meeting  to 
introduce  Mr.  Lidd}'  and  also  to  discuss  the  new  election  law. 

Mr.  Dash.  Was  any  suggestion  made  that  you  might  erase  entries  in 
the  diary? 

Mr.  Magruber.  Yes;  as  I  recall,  one  of  the  individuals  indicated 
that.  I  think  we  agreed  that  erasures  could  be  determine  by  the  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation  if  anything  was  erased. 

Mr.  Dash.  During  your  appearances  before  the  grand  jury  or  pre- 
ceding it  and  when  the  story  that  was  indicated  was  being  developed, 
what  if  anything  was  told  to  you  or  discussed  with  you  or  by  you  con- 
cerning the  question  of  executive  clemency  for  jourself  or  for  those 
who  were  going  to  accept  the  blame  in  the  story  ? 

Mr.  MAGRt'DER.  Again  I  would  like  to  lie  very  careful  here.  T  think 
that — during  the  time,  of  course,  since  I  knew  I  was  a  target  of  the 
grand  jury,  I  was  somewhat  concerned  about  what  would  happen  to  me 
if  I  was  indicted.  So  I  went  through  the  same  type  of  thing  that  the 
other  defendants  in  the  trial  did  and  asked  Mr.  Mitchell  and  Mr.  Dean 
foi-  the  kind  of  assurances  that  they  did. 

They  made  those  assurances  to  me,  but  they 

'Mr.  Dash.  "WHiat  assurances  specifically? 

Mr.  MAGRfDER.  Well,  they  made  assurances  about  income  and  being 
taken  care  of  from  the  standpoint  of  my  familv  and  a  job  afterwards, 
and  that  type  of  tiling,  and  also  that  there  would  lx»  good  opportunity 
for  F.xecutive  clemency.  But  ]ia\ing  worked  at  the  White  House  and 
being  aware  of  our  sti-ncture  there,  I  did  not  take  that  as  meaning  that 
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Mr.  ^Mitchell.  As  I  said.  Mr.  Dash,  I  believe  those  conversations 
took  place  much  earlier  than  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  know,  but  you  testified  before  the  committee  that  you 
certainly  wanted  him  to  testify  in  such  a  way  that  the  lid  would  not 
come  off.  You  now  knew  he  was  going  to  be  testifying.  So  whatever 
date  you  can  recall  at  this  time  he  was  going  to  testifj-  before  the 
grand  jury,  would  you  not  have  discussed  the  grand  jury  testimony 
with  him? 

Mr.  Mitchell,  ilr.  Dash,  I  believe  the  sequence  of  events  goes  back 
to  the  time  when  ^Nlr.  Magruder  and  ilr.  Porter  went  to  ilr.  Parkin- 
son's office  and  put  together  their  proposed  testimony,  which  at  that 
time  they  felt  was  going  to  be  submitted  to  the  grand  jury  in  deposi- 
tion form.  I  think  that  was  the  middle  of  July.  It  was  in  that  time 
frame  and  during  or  shortly  thereafter  that  the  recitation  of  Mr.  Ma- 
gruder's  testimony,  of  the  nature  of  his  testimony,  was  given.  I  have  no 
recollection  of  having  sat  down  with  Mr.  ilagruder  the  day  before,  the 
second  day  before  he  went  to  the  grand  jury  and  going  over  it  with 
him. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  learn  what  he  testified  to  when  he  went 
to  the  grand  jury  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  assume  that  he  had  testified  to  what  he  had  told 
us  he  was  going  to  testify  to. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  just  assume?  Didn't  anybody  tell  you  -what  he 
testified?  Didn't  you  in  fact  learn  that  he  did  testify  as  he  did,  -what 
he  had  been  agreeing  to  testify  to  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  believe,  jNIr.  Dash,  if  my  memory  serves  me  right, 
that  he  was  debriefed  by  one  of  the  lawyers  who  advised  me  as  to 
what  he  testified  to. 

Mr.  Dash.  So  in  fact,  you  did  learn? 

Mr.  MiTciTELL.  I  did  learn. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  he  again  testified  before  the  grand  jury  on  Septem- 
ber 13  and  at  that  time,  it  dealt  with  his  diaries  and  the  meeting  that 
he  had  with  you.  Xow,  you  saw  ifr.  ]Magruder,  according  to  your  log, 
^Ir.  Magruder  and  Mr.  Dean,  at  12  o'clock  on  that  day.  Did  you  have 
any  discussions  with  him  about  his  grand  jury  testimony  on  September 

INIr.  Mitchell.  On  September  13  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  September  13  is  when  he  appeared  for  his  third  and  final 
time. 

Mr.  MiTcirELL.  Yes ;  I  testified,  I  believe,  on  Monday  to  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  Magruder,  and  I  rather  briefly  discussed  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  meetings  that  had  taken  place  in  the  Justice  Department. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  what  did  Mr.  ilagruder,  to  your  knowledge,  tell 
you  that  his  recollection  or  his  testimony  was  going  to  be? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  "Well,  if  I  can  recall  it  as  best  I  can,  No.  1,  that  he 
thought  that  one  of  the  meetings  had  been  canceled;  No.  2,  that  there 
were  discussions  of  the  election  laws,  wliich.  of  coui-se.  they  both  testi- 
fied there  were.  I  think  those  were  the  essential  parts  of  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  ^\niat  was  your  lesponse  to  that  ?  Did  3'ou  respond  to  his 
recol  'ection  of  wliat  his  testimony  was  going  to  be  ? 

Mr.  IMiTCiTELL.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that,  ^Ir.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Well,  did  you  disagree  with  him  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  didn't  disagree  with  it,  no,  I  did  not. 
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might  not  stand  up  if  indicted.  I  rocuU  Haldeman  asking  me  if  I 
thought  ^[agruder  would  stand  up  if  indicted  and  T  said  no.  I  liave 
always  assumed  it  was  a  Presidential  decisloii  to  keep  Jlagruder  on 
at  the  reelection  committee.  Following  the  decision,  Ehrlichman  and 
Haldeman  indicated  a  greatly  increased  interest  in  Magruders  prob- 
lems. They  were  aware  of  the  strategy  to  stop  the  involvement  at 
Liddy,  because  I  reported  to  them  on  the  story  that  Magruder  would 
tell,  that  is,  that  he  did  not  know  what  Liddy  was  doing.  They  fre- 
quently asked  me  how  ilagruder  was  doing  in  relationship  to  the 
FBI  and  grand  jury  investigation.  I  also  had  calls  from  'Sic.  Larry 
Hitrby  as  to  ^Nlagruder's  status. 

I  do  not  know  when  I  first  learned  of  ilagruder's  proposed  testi- 
mony, but  I  did  not  know  that  it  had  already  been  forniidated  wlien  I 
first  heard  it.  I  informed  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  of  the  story.  "We 
discussed  it  and  no  one  was  sure  it  would  hold  up.  This  discussion  did 
occur  before  Mitchell  resigned.  We,  of  course,  knew  that  it  was  a  fab- 
ricated story.  When  I  later  learned  that  ^Ir.  Porter  would  corroborate 
Mr.  jNIagruder's  testimony,  I  informed  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  of 
that.  I  had  never  heard  Mr.  Magruder's  story  in  full  detail  until  just 
before  his  grand  jury  appearance,  in  mid-Augiist  1972.  when  he  asked 
me  if  I  would  be  a  devil's  advocate  and  question  him  before  he  went 
before  the  grand  jury.  RLigruder  came  to  my  ofRce,  as  I  recall,  the  day 
before  his  second  grand  jury  appearance.  He  told  me  he  had  made  the 
decision  himself  as  to  how  he  was  going  to  handle  his  testimony  and 
wanted  me  to  ask  him  any  and  all  questions  I  could  think  of.  I  spent 
about  an  hour  or  more  questioning  him.  Shortly  after  I  had  this  ses- 
sion with  ]Magruder,  Hiirby  called  me  to  tell  me  that  ^lagruder  had 
been  to  see  him,  to  let  Haldeman  know  he  was  ready. 

Following  INiagruder's  appearance  before  the  grand  jury  I  received 
a  call  from  Higby  requesting  information  for  Haldeman  as  to  how 
Magruder  had  done  before  the  grand  jury.  I  subsequently  crlled  Mr. 
Petersen,  who  said  he  would  find  out  and  call  me  back.  Petersen  called 
back  and  said  he  had  made  it  through  by  the  skin  of  his  teeth.  T  called 
Haldeman  and  so  informed  him,  and  subsequently  informed  Mitchell 
and  ISIagruder.  I  recall  that  Haldeman  was  very  pleased,  because  this, 
of  course,  meant  tliat  the  investigation  would  not  co  beyond  Liddy. 

In  early  September  Paul  O'Brien  came  to  my  office  and  informed  me 
that  there  was  an  outstanding  subpena  for  Magruder's  diary.  O'Brien 
said  that  ^Magruder's  diary  reflected  the  meetings  in  Mitchell's  office 
in  Januarj'  and  February  with  Liddy,  Magruder,  Dean,  and  Mitchell. 
O'Brien  also  informed  me  that  there  had  been  discussion  of  destroying 
or  altering  the  diary,  but  he  did  not  think  much  of  that.  I  agreed  that 
to  alter  it  would  be  impossible  because  it  would  be  discovered  by  the 
FBI  laboratory. 

I  remember  talking  with  Magruder  and  asking  him  why  he  kept  a 
diary — being  somewhat  facetious.  I  told  Magruder  that  he  sjioidd  talk 
with  ]\Ir.  Mitchell  about  this,  because  he  was  probably  going  to  have 
to  turn  the  diary  over. 

Long  before  the  matter  of  ^fagruder's  diary  had  arisen,  I  had  talked 
with  INIitchell  alxiut  the  meetings  in  January  and  February  in  liis 
office.  I  told  him  that  should  it  ever  be  necessary,  I  would  tesrifv  that 
I  knew  that  he  had  not  approved  anything  at  these  meetinirs.  It  was 
after  the  matter  of  ^lagnider's  diary  being  siihixuiaed  and  Magruder 
again  being  recalled  to  the  grand  jury  that  Mitcliell  requested  that  I 
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meet  with  him  and  Mapruder  to  discuss  how  Magruder  should  liandle 
tliis  matter  before  tlie  <:;rand  jury.  During  the  meeting  at  which  this 
was  discussed,  I  tokl  ilitchell  and  Magruder  that  I  had  no  idea  what 
they  had  discussed  befoi'e  I  arrived  late  at  the  second  meeting  in 
February.  I  said  I  recalled  there  was  some  reference  to  the  election 
laws  at  the  first  meeting  and  Magruder  could  explain  my  presence  with 
Lidd}'  at  the  meetings  by  reason  of  the  fact  of  the  election  laws  dis- 
cussion. Magruder  liked  this  idea  and  said  that  was  how  he  woidd 
handle  it.  I  later  learned  that  ^Magruder  testified  that  one  of  the  meet- 
in-rs  liad  been  canceled,  and  the  meeting  that  occurred  was  to  introduce 
Liddy  to  ilitchell  and  had  dealt  with  election  law  problems.  I  assume 
that  these  refinements  to  the  story  were  added  by  ^lagruder  because 
they  were  not  discussed  at  my  meeting  with  ilitchell  and  Magruder. 

Senator  Baker,  ilr.  Dean,  that  would  seem  to  be  a  convenient  break- 
ing place.  I  notice  that  on  the  next  page,  91,  you  have  appearances  of 
TTiiite  House  personnel  before  the  grand  jury,  so  if  you  have  no  ob- 
jection to  it,  the  meeting  will  stand  in  recess  until  2  o'clock. 

[Whereupon,  at  12  :30  p.m.,  the  hearing  was  recessed,  to  reconvene 
at  2  p.m.,  this  same  day.] 

Afterxoox  Sessiox,  !Moxdat,  Jtxn"e  25,  1973 

Senator  Er\tx.  The  committee  will  come  to  order. 

Mr.  Dean,  I  realize  that  when  you  have  to  do  so  much  reading  that 
sometimes  it  gets  pretty  hard  on  yotir  voice  and  any  time  that  you 
feel  like  you  need  a  little  break  to  sort  of  relieve  your  voice,  let  lis 
know  and  we  will  certainly  grant  it  to  j"ou. 

jMr.  Deax.  I  appreciate  that  very  much,  Mr.  Chaimian. 

If  the  Chairman  is  ready  I  will  proceed. 

When  we  stopped  for  lunch  I  was  just  commencing  on  page  91. 

Appearaxces  of  White  House  Persoxxel  Before  the  Graxd 

Jury 

Jlr.  Deax.  I  shall  now  turn  from  the  matter  of  Magruder's  ap- 
pearances before  the  grand  jury,  to  the  appearance  of  the  members  of 
the  '\Miite  House  statT  before  the  grand  jury. 

The  handling  of  the  appearances  of  the  ^Miitc  House  statr  before 
the  grand  jury  was  very  similar  to  the  procedure  that  had  been  fol- 
lowed with  regard  to  tlieir  interviews  by  the  FBI.  By  that  I  mean 
either  ]Mr.  Fielding  or  myself  would  discuss  with  the  individual  before 
he  went  to  the  grand  jury  the  likely  questions  he  would  be  asked,  the 
unrelated  areas  that  we  didn't  feel  it  was  necessary  for  the  individual 
to  set  into. 

^^^len  Colson  learned  that  he  was  going  to  be  called  before  the  grnnd 
jury,  he  was  outraged.  He  folt  that  the  press  had  been  rather  hostile 
toward  him  because  of  his  association  with  INfr.  Hunt  and  his  appear- 
ance in  the  courtliouse  before  the  grand  jury  would  be  most  detri- 
mental. He  was  very  insistent  that  something  be  done  about  the  situa- 
tion and  asked  me  to  see  if  I  could  do  anything  to  help  him.  T  called 
Henry  Pi'tiMsen  and  disi'ussed  this  with  him  and  asked  him  if  there 
was  anything  that  could  be  done.  Petersen  told  me  he  woulil  explore 
it.  I'ctcrsen  called  baclv  and  said  he  a|>preciated  the  problem  of  the 
White  House  statV  people  coming  doun  to  the  courthouse  to  appear 
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25. 4     JOHN  MITCHELL  LOG,   SEPTEMBER  IZ,    1972 
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-  '.■.'aih'.esday  ,  ScpUer.-.l).:!-  J-3_,_  i'iZl 

Mr.  M  arrived  at  office 

Mr.  M  rot.  Dick  Moore's  call  and  t. 

Mr.  M  SAW  Messrs  Stans,  Parkinson,  O'Briaa   / 
I.aRue,  HcPhee,  and  Mardian 

;-ir.  M  called  D'.v-ayne  Andreas  and  t. 

Mr.  M  SAW  Jeb  Magruder  and  John  Dean 

Mr.  M  SAW  Messrs  Stans,  Parkinson,  O'Brian 
LaV^ue,  McPhce,  Mardian,  Cliff  Miller, 
Po'.-.'ell  Moore  and  Dick  Moore 

Mr.  M  called  Dwight  Chapin  and  t. 

Dwayne  Andreas  called  Mr.  M  and  t. 

Mr.  M  called  Bill  Lidtke  and  t. 

Mr.  M  -left  for  Cartip  David 

Kr .    M  ret.  to  Watari^atc 
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25. 5     JEB  MAGRUDER  CALENDAR,   SEPTEMBER  13,    1972 
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25.6     UNITED  STATES  V.   MAGRUDER  INFORMATION,   AUGUST  16,    197 3  f  W.  t  D 

AUG  H:  1973 


UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 

FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUi-lBIA-     ,,.. 

JAMt3  F,  DAVEY,  C\zr\i 


I   UN 


UNITED  STATES  OF  AI-IERICA 


JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER 


Criminal  No. 


y/S-73 


violation  of  13  U.S.C.  S  371 
(Conspiracy  to  unlawfully  inter- 
cept v/ire  and  oral  comruunications, 
to  obstruct  justice,  and  to  de- 
fraud the  United  States  of  America) 


INFORMATION 

The  United  States  of  America,  by  its  Attorney,  the 
Special  Prosecutor,  Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force, 
charges: 

1.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  Democratic 
National  Committee,  an  unincorporated  association,  was  the 
organization  responsible  for  conducting  the  affairs  of  the 
Democratic  Party  of  the  United  States.   Its  offices  were 
at  the  Watergate  Office  Building,  2600  Virginia  Avenue, 

N.  W.  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

2.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  Committee  for 
the  Re-Blection  of  the  President  was  conducting  campaign 
activities  on  behalf  of  the  re-election  of  Richard  M.  Nixon 
as  President  of  the  United  States,  with  office  and  head- 
quarters at  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.  W.  in  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

3.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  United  States 
Attorney's  Office  for  the  District  of  Coltimbia  and  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  were  parts  of  the  Department 
of  Justice,  an  agency  of  the  United  States. 

4.  On  June  5,  1972,  a  Grand  Jury  of  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  was  duly 
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25.6     UNITED  STATES  V.    MAGRUDER  INFORMATION,    AUGUST  16.    1.97.-^ 
9.      On  or  about  August  10,  1972,  Herbert  Lloyd 
Porter  testified  falsely  before  a  Federal  Grand  Jury 
sitting  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

10.   Around  or  before  August  16,  1972,  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  attended  meet- 
ings on  the  fourth  floor  of  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W. 
where  the  false,  misleading  and  deceptive  statement  pre- 
viously made  by  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  to  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  was  further  refined  and  developed  in 
preparation  for  his  appearance  before  the  Grand  Jury. 

11.   On  or  about  August  16,  1972,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  testified  falsely  before 
the  Grand  Jury. 


12.   On  or  about  September  12,  19  72,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  attended  a  meeting  on 
the  fourth  floor  of  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.  W.  to 
compose  and  develop  Magruder's  proposed  testimony  in  prepara- 
tion for  another  appearance  before  the  Grand  Jury. 

13.  On  or  about  September  13,  1972,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  testified  falsely  before 
the  Grand  Jury. 


14.  On  or  about  January  23,  1973,  in  the  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER 
gave  false,  deceptive  and  misleading  material  testimony 
during  the  trial  of  Criminal  Case  No.  1827-72,  entitled 
United  States  v/  Gordon  Liddv.  et  al . 

15.   On  or  about  January  23,  1973,  in  the  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  Herbert  Lloyd  Porter 
gave  false,  deceptive  and  misleading  material  testimony 
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2S.7     JEB  MAGRUDER  GUILTY  PLEA,  AUGUST  16,   1973,    UNITED  STATES 
V.    MAGRUDER  TRANSCRIPT,    14 


1^ 


Di- f-r.'iDy\.".'T   "^Ul;  .lri;-.^v:       I    im.    Your   iion.or. 

Ti:;:   COUin  :      Tho    Clcr^:    will    tc^ke    the   pica. 

Tiii.   DiZPu'iY    CLiii.iv.      Jeb    Stuart   Magrucler,    in   CriLiinal 
|:    --ISO     -o.    715-7  3   you    are    cli.nrgcd    in    an    1:-;F0R:L\TI0N   with 
.    ■>J.\'o:' ii'ACY   to    uiilav.fully    intercept   wire   and  oral   comnunicationq, 
]i    ro  oijs.~:r-.:ct   justice    and    to   Jefraad    the   United  States   of 
!^    K-ycvic:.      How   do   you   vrLsh    to   plead? 

DEFENDANT  .'LXGRUDER:   I  plead  guilty. 

ji  THli  DEPUTY  CLERK:   Plead  guilty. 

;! 

jj  THE  COURT:   I  will  hear  frori  counsel  for  the 

'; 

ji  Ccvcnv.ncnt  first  on  the  question  of  bail  pending  sentence  in 

ii    ,  -  ,  ,    .      .    .  - 

ii   t!ii.s   c:i5c,    as    to  wliat   vour   recorr.nendation    is    it   vou   care    to 

I!  , 

I!  v.ake  one . 

Ii 

jJMR.  NEAL:  First,  with  respect  to  bail.   May  it  please  the 

I 

Ii 
j  Cc_»-t,  we  have  interrogated  Mr.  'iagrudcr  at  various  tines 

j  through  the  last  couple  of  nonths  under  ny  personal 

I  supervision.   He  has  been  readily  in  attendance  at  a  mcnient's 

notice.   He  has  cooperated  fully  v/ith  the  Office  of  Mr.  Cox. 

Knowing  that  the  purpose  of  bail  is  sinply  to  insure  his 

presence  and  knowing  that  his   counsel,  both  reputable  rncn 

cf  the  liar  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  liave  said  that  they 

!'  i.T.tld  insure  his    prcscr.cc  ;!  t  a  rir^.^vit  '  -  r.'^ti'rr.  and  kiic.  ir.-r 

,!  tliat  tliis  is  tlie  past  hi.itory,  .  .•  f-.:;i'  :.-.;::  a  no-mal  bona 
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26.     On  September  14,  1972  John  Mitchell  testified  before  the 
Watergate  Grand  Jury  that  he  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  illegal  CRP 
political  intelligence  operations  or  of  Gordon  Liddy's  political 
intelligence  gathering  activities. 


Page 

26.1  United  States  v.  Mitchell  indictment,  March  1, 

1974,  1,  18-19 354 
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26.1      UNITED  STATES  v.    MITCHELL  INDICTMENT,   MARCH  1,    1974,    1,    18-19 


UNTTL'D    STATK3    DISTRICT    COURT 
FOR   TiJE    DISTRICT    OF    COLUMBIA 


UNITED    STATES    OF   AMERICA 
V. 

JOHN    N.    MITCHELL,    HARRY    R. 
HALDEMAM,    JOHN    D.    EHRLICHMAN, 
CHARLES    W.    COLSON,    ROBERT    C. 
MARDIAN,    KENNETH   VI.    PARKINSON, 
and   GORDON    STPJvCHAN, 


^ 


Defendants. 


Crininal  No. 


Violation  of  18.U.S.C. 
§§  371,  1001,  1503,  1621, 
and  1623  (conspiracy, 
false  statements  to  a 
government  agency,  ob- 
struction of  justice, 
perjury  and  false 
declarations.) 


INDICTMENT 

The  Grand  Jury  charges: 

Introduction 


F  1  f   r-  • 


l/ 


.'At-;-  ^ 


^-ve% 


C7 


1.  On  or  about  June  17,  1972,  Bernard  L.  Barker, 
Virgilio  R.  Gonzalez,  Eugenic  R.  Martinez,  James  K.  HcCord, 
Jr.  and  Frank  L.  Sturgis  v;ere  arrested  in  the  offices  of 
the  Democratic  National  Committee,  located  in  the  V7ater- 
gate  office  building,  Washington,  D.  C. ,  v/hile  attempting 
to  photograph  docun^.ents  and  repair  a  surreptitious  elec- 
tronic listening  device  v;hich  had  previovisly  been  placed 

in  those  offices  unlav/fully. 

2.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  United 
States  Attorney's  Office  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  vere  parts  of  the  Do- 
partnent  of  Justict?,  a  departm.Gnt  and  agency  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  was  an  agency 
of  tlio  United  States. 

3.  Beginning  on  or  about  June  11,    1972,  and  con- 
tinuing u|j  to  and  incluiling  tlic  date  oi'.    the  filing  of  this 
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26.1      UNITED  STATES  v.    MITCHELL  INDICTMENT,    MARCH  1,    1974,    1,    18-19 

The  Grr.wS   Jury  further  c]\-j.v'y^:: : 

1.   On  or  about  Scytcirhzs:    lA ,    I'jl?.,    in    tlio  Dirj- 
trict  of  Coluirujia,  JOH;,'  N.  lia  TCiiKl.L,  tlic  D"j •;:■:; ;ua:>'T, 
having  duly  ta!:en  an  oath  tli^t  he  \.'ould  te.'jtify  truth- 
fully, and  while  testifyii.g  in  u  procueding  before  t}ie 
June,  1972  Grand  Jury,  a  Grand  Jury  of  tho  United  St?:tc-.c, 
duly  erf-panelled  and  sv;orn  in  the  United  Stater;  Districc 
Court  for  the  District  of  Colur.JxLa,  did  knowingly  n-,a);c 
false  material  declarations  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

2.   At  the  time  and  place  alloged,  the  June,  1972 
Grand  Jury  of  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Colurribia  v;as  conducting  an  investigation  in 
conjunction  with  the  United  States  Attorney's  Office  for 
the  District  of  Coluinbia  and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation to  determine  \vhether  violations  of  Title 
18,  United  States  Code,  Sections  371,  2511,  and  22  D.C. 
Code  1801(b).  and  of  other  statutes  of  the  United  Stater, 
and  of  the  District  of  Colmabia  had  been  committed  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  and  to  identify 
the  individual  or  individuals  \.';io  had  coni-ittcd,  caused 
the  commission  of,  and  conspired  to  cor.unit  such  violations. 

3.   It  was  material  to  tlie  said  investigation  that 
the  said  Grand  Jury  ascertain  the  identity  and  n-.otives  of 
the  individual  or  individuals  who  v;ere  responsible  for, 
participated  in,  and  had  knowledge  of  unlav/ful  entries 

into,  and  electronic  surveillance  of,  the  officesof  the 

/ 
Dei-ocratic  National  Coronuttee  located  in  the  VJatergato 

office  builaini;  Ji:  i.-ashxr.-,uor.,  D .  C,  :;:id  relarcd  :^c.ti- 
vities. 
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26.1      UNITED  STATES_  V.    MITCHELL  INDICTMENT,    MARCH   I,    1974,    1,    18-19 

-    19    - 

4.   At  the  time  and  place  alleged,  JOHN  N.  MITCHELL, 

the  DEFENDANT,  appearing  as  a  witness  under  oath  at  a 

proceeding  before  the  said  Grand  Jury,  did  knowingly  declare 

with  respect  to  the  material  matters  alleged  in  paragraph  3 

as  follows: 

Q.   Was  there  any  program,  to  your  knowledge, 
at  the  Committee,  or  any  effort  made  to  organize 
a  covert  or  clandestine  operation,  basically, 
you  know,  illegal  in  nature,  to  get  information 
or  to  gather  intelligence  about  the  activities 
of  any  of  the  Democratic  candidates  for  public 
office  or  any  activities  of  the  Democratic  Party? 

A.   Certainly  not,  because,  if  there  had  been, 
I  would  have  shut  it  off  as  being  entirely  non- 
productive at  that  particular  time  of  the  campaign. 


Q.   Did  you  have  any  knowledge,  direct  or 
indirect,  of  Mr.  Liddy's  activities  with  respect 
to  any  intelligence  gathering  effort  v^ith  respect 
to  the  activities  of  the  Democratic  candidates 
or  its  Party? 

A .   None  whatsoever,  because  I  didn't  know 
there  was  anything  going  on  of  that  nature,  if 
there  was.   So  I  wouldn't  anticipate  having 
heard  anything  about  his  activities  in  connec- 
tion with  it. 

5.   The  underscored  portions  of  the  declarations 

quoted  in  paragraph  4,  made  by  JOHN  N.  MITCHELL,  the  DEFENDANT, 

were  material  to  the  said  investigation  and,  as  he  then  and 

there  well  knew,  were  false. 

— "^     (Title  18,  United  States  Code,  Section  1623.) 
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27.     On  September  15,  1972  Gordon  Liddy,  Howard  Hunt  and  the 
five  persons  arrested  in  the  DNC  Watergate  offices  were  indicted  for 
several  offenses  including  burglary,  unlawful  entry  for  the  purpose 
of  intercepting  oral  and  wire  communications,  and  conspiracy. 


Page 

27.1  United  States  v.  Liddy  indictment,  September  15, 

1972 ,   1-10 358 
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27.1      UNITED  STATES  V.    LIDDY  INDICTMENT,    SEPTEMBER  15,    1^72,    1-10 


UNI'ir.n   STATES    DrSTRICT  CnilliT  JA'/.LS  F.  DAVtY,  CI-tI- 

FOR   TIIF,   DISTRICT   OF   COr.UMIlLA 

lloUlLng   a    CriniLnal   Tc;nn 

Crane!    Jury    Swoirn    in    on    Juno    5,    1972 

The   United    Slates   of  America  :      Criminal   No.      \^'^"^—'7r> 

V.  :      Grand   Jury   Original 

George  Gordon   Liddy,  :      Violation:    18    U.S.    Code 

also   known  as:    Cordon  Liddy  and  371,    2511 

George   F.    Leonard  22   D.C.    Code 

EvercttE  Howard   Hunt,    Jr.,  1601(b), 

also   knovm  as:    Howard   Hunt,  23   D.C.    Code 

Edward   L.    Warren  and  543(a) 

Edward   J.    Hamilton  (Conspiracy;    Xnterceptio: 

James  U.    McCord ,    Jr.,  of  Oral   and  Wire   Cornmuni- 

also   known  as:    Edward    J.    Warren  and  cations;    Second   Degree 

Edward    J.    Martin  Burglary;    Unlawful 

Bernard   L.    Barker,  Possession   Intercepting 

also   known  as:    Frank   or   Fran  Carter  Devices) 

Eugenio  R.    Martinez, 

alsp   known  as:    Gene   or   Jene  Valdes 
Frank  A.    Sturgis  , 

also   known  as:FranK  Angelo  Fiorini, 

Edward   J.    Hamilton,   and 
Joseph  DiAlberto   or 
b'Alberto 
Vlrgilio  R.    Gonzalez, 

also  known  as:    Raul   or  Raoul  Godoy 
or  Goboy 

The   Grand   Jury   charges: 

FIRST  COUNT: 

1.  At  all  times  material  hereto  the  Democratic  National 
Committee,  an  unincorporated  association,  was  the  organization 
responsible  for  conducting  the  affairs  of  the  Democratic  Party 
of  the  United  States. 

2.  At  all  times  material  hereto  the  Democratic  National 
Committee  had  its  offices  and  headquarters  at  2600  Virginia 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

3.  At  all  times  material  hereto  Georp.e  Cordon  Liddy, 
also  known  as  Cordon  Liddy  and  George  F.  Leonard  and  herein- 
after referred  to  as  defendant  Liddy,  was  eniploved  as  counsel 
for  the  Finance  Ccmimittee  to  l!e-Elcct  the  I'resiJent  located  at 
1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N  .  W.  ,  Wash  ingtoii ,  D.C. 


5/r:.<:r^  c  ^ 
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27.1      UNITED  STATES  v.    LIDDY  INDICTMENT,    SEPTEMBER  15,    1972,    1-10 

-2- 
'i.   At  ;,11  times  material  hereto,  [■vorette  Howard  Hunt, 
Jr.,  also  known  as  Howard  Hunt,  Edward  L.    Warren,  and  Edward 
J.  Hamilton,  and  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  defendant 
Hunt,  was  a  friend  and  associate  of  defendant  Liddy  and 
Bernard  L.  Barker. 

5.   At  al]  times  material  hereto,  James  H.  McCord ,  Jr. 
also  known  as  Edward  J.  Warren  and  Edward  J.  Martin,  and 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  defendant  McCord,  was  the 
President  of  McCord  Associates,  Inc.   The  defendant  McCord 
at  all  times  material  hereto  also  served  as  security  coordi- 
.  nator  for  the  Committee  for  the  Re-Election  of  the  President 
located  at  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W. ,  Washington,  D.C. 

6.  At  all  times  material  hereto,  Bernard  L.  Barker, 
also  known  as  Frank  and  Fran  Carter,  and  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  defendant  Barker,  was  President  of  Barker  Associates, 
Inc.,  a  real  estate  corporation  with  offices  at  2301 
Northwest  Seventh  Street,  Miami,  Florida. 

7.  At  all  times  material  hereto,  Eugenio  R.  Martinez, 
also  known  as  Gene  or  Jene  Valdes  and  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  defendant  Martinez,  was  employed  by  Barker  Associates, 
Inc. 

8.  At  all  times  material  hereto,  Frank  A.  Sturgis, 
also  known  as  Frank  Angelo  Fiorini,  Edward  J.  Hamilton,  and 
Joseph  D'Alberto  and  .DlAlberto  and  hereinafter  referred  to 
as  defendant  Sturgis,  was  an  associate  of  defendant  Barker. 

9.  At  all  times  material  hereto,  Virgilio  R.  Gonzalez, 
aUp  known  as  Raul  and  Raoul  Godoy  or  Goboy  and  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  defendant  Gonzalez,  was  an  associ.ite  of  de- 
fendant Barker  empl.n-ed  as  a  locksmith  In  Miami,  Florida. 
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10.   From  on  or  obouf  Mny  1,  1972,  oiul  continuing,    therc- 
aCLer  Chrou;',li  Jime  17,  1972,  Che  cxncL  datts  being  unknov/n, 
wLtliin  tho  District  of  CoLLimljia  and  olsc.vhcre,  the  defendants 
Liddy,  Hunt,  McCord  ,  Rarker,  Martinez,  StUL?,is,  and  Gonzalez, 
hereinafter  collectively  referred  to  as  the  DEFENDANTS,  un- 
laxv^fully,  willfully,  and  knowingly  did  agree,  combine,  and 
conspire  with  each  other  and  among  themselves  to  commit 
offenses  against  the  United  States,  that  is,  by  various 
illegal  and  unlawful  methods  and  means,  to  obtain  and  use 
illegally   information  from  the  offices  and  headquarters  of 
the  Democratic  National  Committee  and  related  political 
entities.   The  illegal  and  unlawful  methods  and  means  which 
are  known  to  the  Grand  Jury  that  were  used  or  attempted  to 
be  used  by  the  defendants  to  obtain  and  use  information 
illegally  from  the  offices  and  headquarters  of  the  Democratic 
National  Committee  were  as  follows: 

To  enter  unlawfully  the  offices  and  headquarters  of 
the  Democratic  National  Committee: 

(1)  To  intercept  wire  communications  of  officers 
and  employees  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  by  placing 
in  the  offices  and  headquarters  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee  an  electronic  device  or  devices  designed  for  the 
surreptitious  interception  and  transmission  of  telephone  con- 
versations to  a  receiver  located  in  a  room  at  the  Howard 
Johnson's  Motor  Lodge  at  2601  Virginia  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.   The  terms  "intercept",  "wire  communication" 
and  "electronic  device"  are  used  by  the  Grand  Jury  as  they 
are  defined  in  Title  IS  U.S.  Code  §  2510; 
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(2)  To  iiiLi-Lccpl  oral  communications  within 
offices  and  headqonrLer.s  of  fnc  Democratic  .-ational  Co.-..Ti:te 
by  placing  within  theso  premises  an  electronic  device  de- 
signed for  the  surreptitious  interception  and  transmission  of 
conversations  of  persons  within  these  premises  to  a    receiver 
located  in  a  room  at  the  Howard  Johnson's  Motor  Lodge  at 
2601  Virginia  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.   The  terms 
"intercept",  "oral  communication" md  "electronic  device" 

are  used  by  the  Grand  Jury  as  they  are  defined  in  Title  18, 

United  States  Code  §  2510; 

(3)  To  obtain  documents,  papers,  and  records  of 
the  Democratic  National  Committee  by  stealing  them  from  the 
offices  and  headquarters  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee- 

(4)  To  obtain  copies  of  documents,  papers,  and 
records  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  by  removing 
them  from  their  location  within  the  offices  and  headquarters 
of  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  taking  photographs  of 
them  and  then  returning  them  to  the  location  from  which  they 
were  illegally  removed; 

In  furtherance  of  the  aforesaid  conspiracy  and  to  effect 
the  objects  thereof,  the  DEFENDANTS  did  commit,  among  others, 
the  following  overt  acts  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  else- 
where: 

1.   The  DEFENDANTS  did  and  caused  to  be  done  the  acts 
set  forth  in  the  succeeding  counts  of  this  indictment  on  the 
dates,  at  the  places,  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  therein, 
all  of  which  are  incorporated  hy  reference  as  thou-I,  fully 
set  forth  and  made  a  part  hereof. 
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2.  On  or  about  May  5,  1972,  and  concinidn;^  through 
ahnut  May  28,  1972,  lloorn  41.9  at  the  Howard  Jolnson's  Motor 
Lodge,  located  at  2601  Virginia  Avenue,  M.W.,  V.'aijhington , 
D.C.  was  rented  or  leased  by  the  defendant  McCord  in  the 
name  of  McCord  Associates. 

3.  On  or  about  May  8,  1972,  the  defendant  Liddy  nade 
a  telephone  call  from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  de- 
fendant Barker  at   Barker  Associates,  Inc. 

4.  On  or  about  May  10,  1972,  in  Rockville,  Maryland, 
the  defendant  McCord  purchased  a  Receiving  System  for 
McCord  Associates,  Inc.,  for  which  he  paid  $3,500  in  cash, 
a  device  capable  of  receiving  intercepted  wire  and  oral 
conmunica tions . 

5.  On  or  about  May  17,  1972,  the  defendant  Barker  made 
two  telephone  calls  from  Barker  Associates,  Inc.  to  Lhe  de- 
fendant Liddy  at  the  Finance   Committee  to  Re-Elect  th  President 
and  two  calls  to  the  defendant  Hunt  within  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

6.  On  or  about  May  19,  1972,  the  defendant  Hunt  made 
one  telephone  call  from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the 
defendant  Barker  at  Barker  Associates,  Inc.  and  one  telephone 
call  from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  defendant  Barker 

at  his  residence. 

7.  On  or  about  May  22,  1972,  the  defendant  Barker  -- 
using  the  alias  of  Fran  Carter,  the  defendant  Martinez  --  using 
the  alias  of  G.  Valdes,  the  defendant  Sturgis  --  using  the 
alias  of  Joseph  DiAlbcrti,  and  tlio  defendant  Gonzalez  -- 
using  the  alias  of  Raul  Gobov,  traveled  froii:  Miari,  Florida, 

to  Washinjuoii ,  D.C. 

8.  On  May  2() ,  1972,  the  do  rciidanl.  Lidd\  --  usint;  the 
alias  of  GtM>i-j'c  !■■.  I.con.ird  ,  rlu-  iK-fciidant  Iluiu  --  using  tlie 
nlias  of  IMward  I..  UMri-iM>,  ihc  (U' Irndacu  lUui-v-r  --  usin;-.  the 
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alias  of  Frank  Carter,  the  clofondant  Martinez  --  using  the 

alias  of  Gene  Valdes,  ttic  defendant  Sturgis  --  using  the 

alias  Joseph  D'Alberti,  and  the  defendant  Gonzalez  --  using 

the  alias  Raul  Godoy,  registered  at  the  Watergate  Hotel  at 

2650  Virginia  Avenne,  N.W.  ,  Washington,  D.C. 

9.  On  or  about  May  26,  1972,  v;ithin  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  defendants  Liddy,  Hunt  and  McCord  met. 

10.  On  or  about  May  27,  1972,  within  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  defendants  Liddy,  Hunt,  and  McCord  inspected, 
surveyed,  and  reconnoitered  the  headquarters- of  Senator 

.  George  McGovern  at  410  First  Street,  S.E. 

11.  On  or  about  May  29,  1972,  and  continuing  through 
June  17,  1972,  Room  723  at  the  Howard  Johnson's  Motor  Lodge, 
located  at  2601  Virginia  Avenue,  N.W. ,  Washington,  D.C.  was 
rented  and  leased  by  the  defendant  McCord  in  the  name  of 
McCord  Associates. 

12.  On  or  about  June  5,  T972,  the  defendant  Hunt  made 
a  telephone  call  from  within  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
the  defendant  Barker  at  Barker  Associates,  Inc. 

13.  On  or  about  June  11-15,  1972,  within  the  District 
of  Columbia,  the  defendants  Liddy,  Hunt  and  McCord  met  and 
the  defendant  Liddy  gave  the  defendant  McCord  about  $1,600 
in  cash. 

14.  On  or  about -June  12,  1972,  in  Miami,  Florida,  the 
defendants  Martinez   and  Sturgis  purchased  surgical  gloves. 

15.  On  or  about  June  13,  1972,  and  June  15,  1972,  in 
y.iai"i,  Florida,  tlie  defendant  Martinez  purchased  film  and 
other  photographic  equipment. 
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Ifi.   On  or  nl)i)iit  June  IS,  1972,  Lho  dcfenclant  Hunt  made'- 
tlirec  telephone  ciills  Croni  the   District  of  Columbia  to  the 
defendant  liarkcr  at  liarkcr  Associates.,  Inc. 

17.  On  or  about  June  16,  1972,  the  defendant  Hunt  made 
a  telephone  call  from  vjithin  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the 
defendant  Barker  at  his  residence. 

18.  On  or  about  June  16,  1972,  the  defendant  Barl;er 
made  a  telephone  call  to  the  defendant  Hunt  within  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  to  the  defendant  Liddy  at  the 
Finance  Committee  to  Re-Elect  the  President. 

19.  On  or  about  June  16,  1972,  the  defendant  Barker  -- 
using  the  alias  F.  Carter,  the  defendant  Martinez  --  using 
the  alias  G.  Valdez,  the  defendant  Sturgis  --  using  the  alias 
J.  DiAlberto,  and  the  defendant  Gonzalez  --  using  the  alias 
R.  Godoy,  traveled  from  Miami,  Florida,  to  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

20.  .  On  or  about  June  17,  1972,  within  the  District 
of  Columbia  the  defendant  McCord  stole  documents  and  papers 
belonging  to  the  Democratic  National  Committee. 

(In  violation  of  18  U.S. Code  §  371) 
SECOND  COUNT: 

On  or  about  June  17,  1972,  within  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  DEFENDANTS  Liddy,  Hunt,  McCord,  Barker,  Martinez,  Sturgis, 
and  Gonzalez  entered  the  rooms,  that  is,  the  offices  and  head- 
quarters, of  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  v;ith  the  intent 
to  steal  property  of  another. 

(In  violation  of  22  D.C.  Code  §  1801(b)) 
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TllTRn  COl'MT: 

1)11  or   about    JuiU'  17,  1')/.',  williLn  ihc    l)i:, (.ru-l  of  Col  ut.ibia  , 
the  DEITA'DAN'TS  Luldy  ,  lluiic.  Mc-roi-d  ,  l^nrkor.  MarLiiiL-z,  .SUiri',is, 
and  Gonzaioz,  entered  tlie  rooms,  that  is,  the  offices  and  head- 
quarters of  the  Democratic  National  Cor.inii ttee ,  v.'i  th  the  intent 
to  intercept  vjillfully,  knowinc;ly,  and  iinlav.f  ul  Ly  oral  communi- 
cations made  within  these  rooms  and  wire  communications  received 
and  sent  from  telephones  located  in  these  rooms.   The  terms 
"oral  communication"  and  "wire  communication"  are  used  by 
the  Grand  Jury  as  they  are  defined  in  Title  18  U.S.  Code  §  2510. 

(In  violation  of  22  D.C.  Code  §  1801(b)) 
"FOURTH  COUNT: 

On  or  about  June  17,  1972,  within  the   District  of 
Columbia,  the  DEFENDANTS  Liddy,  Hunt,  McCord ,  Barker,  Martinez, 
Sturgis,  and  Gonzalez  willfully,  knowingly,  and  unlawfully 
did  endeavor  to  intercept  oral  communications  made  within 
the  offices  and!  headquarters  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee. 

(In  violation  of  18  U.S. Code  §  2511) 
FIFTH  COUNT: 

On  or  about  June  17,  1972,  within  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  DEFENDANTS  Liddy,  Hunt,  McCord,  Barker,  Martinez, 
Sturgis,  and  Gonzalez  willfully,  knowingly,  and  u:ilav.>fiil  ly  did 
endeavor  to  intercept  wire  communications  received  hv  and  sent 
from  telephones  located  in  the  offices  and  lieadqua  rtcrs  cf  the 
Democratic  National  Committee. 

(In  violation  of  18  U.S.  Code  '>'^^\\) 
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SIXTH  COIIMT: 

On  or  aliout  June  17,  19V2,  vjitiiin  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  defendants,  McCord  , '  l',a  rker  ,  Martinez,  Sturyis, 
and  Gonzalez  did  willfully  possess  an  intercepting  device,  to 
wit,  a  white  plastic  box,  S-l/A  inches  by  2-3/3  inches,  by 
2-3/4  inches,  with  tv;o  labels  on  the  front  which  read  "ART 
Smoke  Detector"  and  "Fire  Eqpt.  DO  NOT  MOVE",  but  which  con- 
tained inside  six  batteries  v;ired  in  series  and  a  miniature 
radio  transmitter  v;ith  a  microphone,  the  design  of  which  said 
device  rendered  it  primarily  useful  for  the  purpose  of  the 
surreptitious  interception  of  an  oral  communication. 

(In  violation  of  23  D.C.  Code  §  23-543(a)) 
SEVENTH  COUNT: 

On  or  about  June  17,  1972,  within  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  defendants  McCord,  Barker,  Martinez,  Sturgis, 
and  Gonzalez  did  willfully  possess  an  intercepting  device, 
to  wit,  a  miniature  radio  transmitter  approximately  1-1/2 
inches  long,  1  inch  vjide,  and  1/2  inch  high,  v^ith  two  wires 
protruding  from  one  end  of  the  transmitter  and  vjhich  served 
to  connect  the  transmitter  in  series  with  one  wire  of  a 
telephone  line  and  one  wire  protruding  from  the  opposite 
end  which  served  as  a  radiating  antenna,  the  design  of  which 
said  device  rendered  it  primarily  useful  for  the  purpose  of 
the  surrept±ious  interception  of  a  wire  communication. 

(In  violation  of  23  D.C.  Code  §  543(a)) 
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ETGIITll  COUNT: 

From  on  or  aho.ic  May  25,  19  72,  and  continuing  up  Lq 
on  or  about  June  16,  1972,vathin  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  defendants  Liddy,  Hunt,  and  McCord  willfully,  knowingly, 
and  unlawfully  did  intercept,  endeavor  to  intercept  and  pro- 
cure and  cause  the  interception  of  wire  communications 
received  by  and  sent  from  telephones  located  in  the  offices 
and  headquarters  of  the  Democratic  National  CormP.ittee  and 
used  primarily  during  this  period  by  Robert  Spencer  Oliver 
and  Ida  M.  Wells. 

(In  violation  of  18  U.S.  Code  §  2511) 


United  States  Attorney 

for  the  District  of  gfolumbla 


A  TRUE  BILL: 


Foreman  of  the  Grand'  Jury. 
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28.     On  September  15,  1972  John  Dean  met  with  the  President  and 

H.  R.  Haldeman.   They  discussed  the  Watergate  investigations  and  the 

indictment  returned  earlier  that  day.   The  President  discussed  with 

Haldeman  and  Dean  the  way  Dean  had  handled  the  matter.   The  President 

said: 

Well,  the  whole  thing  is  a  can  of  worms.   As  you  know, 
a  lot  of  this  stuff  went  on.   And,  uh,  and,  uh,  and  the 
people  who  worked  [unintelligible]  awfully  embarrassing. 
And,  uh,  and,  the,  uh,  but  the,  but  the  way  you,  you've 
handled  it,  it  seems  to  me,  has  been  very  skillful, 
because  you  -  putting  your  fingers  in  the  dikes  every 
time  that  leaks  have  sprung  here  and  sprung  there. 
[Unintelligible]  having  people  straighten  the  [unintel- 
ligible]. The  Grand  Jury  is  dismissed  now? 
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28.1  House  Judiciary  Committee  transcript  of  tape 
recording  of  meeting  among  the  President, 
H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  Dean  on  September  15, 
1972 ,7 370 
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TRANSCRIPT    PREPARZD    BY   THE    IMPEACffi-EMT    INQUIRY 
STAFF   FOR  THE  H0U5Z    JULICIARY   COMMITTEE  OF  A  RE- 
CORDING OF  A  MEETING  AMONG  THE   PRESIDENT,    H.    R. 
HALDEMAN   A-ND   JOH^:   DEAN  ON   SEPTEMBER   15,    1972 


PRESIDENT; 


[Unintelligib le ] 


HALDEMAN:      John,  he  is  one  of  the  quiet  guys  that  gets  a  lot  done. 

That  was  a  good  move,  too,  bringing  Dean  in.   But  it's  — 

PRESIDENT:     It  —  He'll  never,  he'll  never  gain  any  ground  for  us. 

He's  just  not  that  kind  of  guy.   But,  he's  the  kind  that 
enables  other  people  to  gain  ground  while  he's  naking 
sure  that  vou  don't  fall  through  the  holes. 


PRESIDFJMT; 


Oh.   You  Eean  — 


HALDEMAM ; 


Between  tines,  he's  doing,  he's  rnoving  ruthlessly  on 
the  investigation  of  McGovem  people,  Kennedy  stuff, 
and  all  that  too.   I  just  don't  know  how  nuch  progress 
he's  making,  'cause  I  — 


PRESIDENT; 


The    problen   is    that's    k-.nd   of   hard    to    find. 
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DEAN : 


PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 
PRESIDENT: 


Well,  I'll  tell  you,  uh,  just  don't  let  this  keep 

you  or  your  colleagues  from  concentrating  on  the 

big   game.      Yeah,    that's    right.      I   mean   this,    uh, 

this  thing  is  just,  uh,  you  know,  one  of  those  side 

issues  and  a  month  later  everybody  looks  back  and 

wonders  what  the  hell  the  shouting  was  about. 

Yeah.   Yeah. 

Okay,  well,  anyway  get  a  good  night's  sleep.  And  don't 

don't  bug  anybody  without  asking  me.   Okay? 

Yeah. 

Three  months  ago  I  would  have  had  trouble  predicting  where 
we'd  be  today.   I  think  that  I  can  say  that  fifty-four  days 
from  now  that,  uh,  not  a  thing  will  come  crashing  down  to 
our,  our  surprise. 

Say  what? 

Nothing  is  going  to  come  crashing  "down  to  our  surprise,  either  — 

Well,  the  whole  thing  is  a  can  of  worms.   As  you  know,  a  lot 
of  this  stuff  went  on.   And,  uh,  and,  uh,  and  the  people  who 
worked  [unintelligible]  awfully  embarrassing.   And,  uh,  and, 
the,  uh ,  but  the,  but  the  way  you,  you've  handled  it,  it  seems 
to  me,  has  been  very  skillf u] ,  because  you  —  putting  your 
fingers  in  the  dikes  every  time  that  leaks  have  sprung  here  and 
sprung  there.   [Unintelligible]  having  people  straighten  the 
[unintelligible].   The  Grand  Jury  is  dismissed  now? 


DEA-N: 


That    is    correct.      They'll,    they  vill  have   cc^pleteci    and 
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29.     On  September  17  or  18,  1972  Kalnibach  was  directed  by  Dean  or 
LaRue  to  deliver  $53,500  to  Mrs.  Howard  Hunt  for  the  benefit  of  the  Water- 
gate defendants  and  to  deliver  the  remainder  of  the  funds  he  had  received 
to  LaRue.   On  September  19,  1972,  after  having  been  directed  by  Kalid>ach 
to  make  these  deliveries,  Ulasewicz  delivered  $53,500  to  Mrs.  Hunt  by 
placing  the  cash  in  an  unmarked  envelope  in  a  locker  at  the  Washington 
National  Airport,  and  delivered  $29,900  to  LaRue  by  placing  the  cash 
In  an  unmarked  envelope  on  a  shelf  in  the  lobby  of  a  Howard  Johnson's 
Hotel  near  LaRue 's  residence.  On  September  21,  1972  Kalmbach,  LaRue, 
and  Dean  met  in  Dean's  office  to  reconcile  Kalmbach 's  and  LaRue 's 
records  of  Kalmbach 's  disbursements  of  the  funds  he  had  obtained  from 
Stans,  LaRue  and  Jones.   These  records  showed  that  as  of  September  21, 
1972  Kalmbach  had  disbursed  $187,500  for  the  benefit  of  the  seven 
defendants  and  $29,900  to  LaRue.  Kalmbach  said  that  he  did  not  wish 
to  continue  his  role  concerning  the  payments  to  the  defendants.   At  the 
end  of  the  meeting,  Kalmbach  burned  his  records  in  an  ashtray  on  Dean's 
desk. 
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2244 374 
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would  scotch  tape  the  key  to  the  locker  where  I  made  ray  drop.  [80]* 

Then  I  would  leave  that  ai-ea  and  either  go  by  the  newsstand  oppo- 
site or — this  would  be  where  the  phone  booth  would  be.  This  is  a  lounge, 
where  she  would  be  coming  through  in  this  direction.  [81]*  This  is  a 
window  for  airplane  observation  by  the  public,  et  cetera,  and  I  would 
probably  be  in  this  area,  walk  there,  would  be  a  little  further  behind, 
where  I  could  watch  the  booth.  Her  directions  were  the  same  thing, 
don't  hesitate,  go  right  into  the  booth,  remove  the  key,  go  to  the  locker. 
The  locker  would  be  25  feet,  I  guess,  or  so  across  the  corridor. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  Now,  before  she  arrived  on  the  first  occasion,  did  you 
also  have  a  description  of  her,  the  clothes  she  was  go'mg  to  wear  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes ;  she  mentioned  that  day  she  would  be  wearing  a 
blue  outfit  and  I  think  she  said  her  hair  in  a  clip  back  off  the 
shoulders. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now,  I  believe  on  May  19  of  this  year,  when  we  went 
out  to  that  phone  booth  with  you,  there  was  some  scotch  tape  imder- 
neat  h  that  telephone  box  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now,  did  you  observe  her  on  the  first  occasion  come 
by.  pick  up  the  key,  and  go  over  to  the  box,  which  I  think  is  N-301, 
and  remove  fimds  that  you  had  left  there  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  see  her  do  that  on  other  occasions  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  On  two  other  occasions. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now,  the  first  occasion,  how  much  money  did  you 
leave  in  that  box  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  $40,000. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  The  second  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Ui^sewicz.  I  will  just  refer  to  the  notes. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Sure. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  mentioned  there  was  one  occasion  that  Mr.  Hunt 
came.  I  mentioned  actually  there  were  four  drops  to  the  Hunts. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Four  drops  to  the  Hunts — three  to  Mrs.  Hunt  and  one 
to  Mr.  Hunt? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct.  There  were  $43,000  the  second  time, 
$18,000  the  third,  and  $53,500  on  the  last  occasion,  which  was  Septem- 
ber 19. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  All  right,  sir.  Now,  I  take  it  you  had  the  telephone 
booth  under  observation  from  the  lounge  after  you  left  the  key  until 
at  some  point  when  Mrs.  Hunt  picked  up  the  key  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  What  if  someone  had  come  La  and  found  that,  Mr. 
Ulasewicz,  while  you  were  watching? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Well,  he  would  be  very  quickly  relieved  of  that  key. 
I  think  that  is  the  best  I  can  answer.  Why  put  myself  in  that  position  ? 

yiv.  Lenzner.  I  take  it  that  was  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  booth 
under  observation?  _ 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Correct. 

^Ir.  Lenzner.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  were  instructed  by 
Mr.  Kalmbach  to  deliver  funds  to  Mr.  Liddy  ? 

Ml'.  T^LASEWicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  Lkxzner.  Do  you  remember  approximately  when  that  was? 
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Mr.  Ulase^vicz.  That  was  in  July  of  1972. 

yiv.  Lenzxer.  Did  you  contact  Mr.  Liddy  and  give  him  instructions 
as  to  how  that  money  would  be  delivered  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  How  much  was  that,  by  the  way  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  $8,000. 

Mr.  Lenznek.  All  right,  sir.  Now,  will  you  explain  what  you  told 
Mr.  Liddy? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  contacted  Mr.  Liddy.  I  had  taken  the  phone  num- 
ber from  Mrs.  Hunt.  She  had  made  those  arrangements,  saying  they 
needed  money,  and  Kalmbach  came  back  to  me,  delivered  the  money, 
$78,000.  Li  that  conversation,  he  started,  and  it  was  the  only  one  I  had 
with  him,  he  started  on  that  occasion,  started  saying  something 
about — again  he  thought  I  was  in  policymaking  or  some  contact — and 
he  said,  "You  can  check  with  anyone  and  the  stand-up  guy,"  et  cetera. 
■^  said,  "ilr.  Liddy,  I  am  only  delivering  something  in  the  package." 
He  said  ''OK". 

We  made  arrangements  and  in  this  instance,  I  placed  the  money  in 
the  locker  at  this  end  of  the  lobby  and  at  the  end  of  the  lobby,  the 
main  area,  where  Eastern  Airlines  comes  in  here.  [85]*  I  placed  the 
money  in  the  bottom  locker.  [82]  *  I  placed  the  key  in  an  envelope  and 
placed  it  on  a  ledge  here  by  the  window  [83]*  and  myselfin  a  position 
back  to  observe,  much  in  thiis  fashion. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  What  is  ne.xt  to  the  travel 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Next  to  the  Mutual  ? 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Insurance.  "~' 

•  Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Insurance  situation  here. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  All  right. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Then  he  came  in  and  did  as  instructed,  told  him  he 
would  be  wearing  a  shirt  of  some  description.  He  came  in,  walked  by 
me  and  he  proceeded  up — there  is  a  flight  of  stairs  which  lead  to  an 
upper  deck,  and  I  watched  him  from  up  here  [84]*,  and  I  lost  sight  of 
him,  he  had  gone  into  a  corridor  leading  in  here  and  he  probably 
ihought  that  there  were  lockers  in  this  area,  and  he  went,  however,  he 
came  back  in  maybe  30  seconds  or  so,  and  looking  at  his  key  opened  the 
thing  and  took  the  money. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now  did  there  come  a  time  when  you  were  asked  to 
deliver  money  to  Mr.  Fred  LaRue  by  Mr.  Kalmbach? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Was  that  in  September  of  1972  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  And  approximately  how  much  was  that?  . 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  $29,900. 

Mr.  Lenzxer.  What  arrangements  did  you  make  with  Mr.  LaRue 
to  deliver  those  funds? 

Mt-.  Ul.4SEWicz.  The  instructions  at  that  time  from  Mr.  Kalmbach 
were  there  were  two  deliveries  that  d«.y,  one  earlier  to  Mrs.  Hunt  in 
a  manner  as  I  described,  and  the  second  one  to  Mr.  LaRue — shall  I  go 
into  the  entire  conversation  at  this  point? 

Mr.  Lexzxer.  Sure,  go  ahead. 
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Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Mr.  LaRue,  Mr.  Kalmbach  said,  gave  me  a  tele- 
phone number  and  said,  ''Contact  Mr.  LaRue  at  6  p.m.  and  Mr.  LaRue 
lives  in  the  Watergate  apartments,"  which,  of  coui-se,  was  a  little  sur- 
prise to  me,  and  now  we  are  back  into  the  Watergate  deal  [laughter] 
and  he  said  to  leave,  Mr.  LaRue  suggested  that  I  leave  the  package 
at  the  desk  and  I  said  to  Mr.  Kalmbach  that  at  no  point  have  I  been 
observed  and  I  have  been  obeying  the  instructions  as  best  as  I  know 
how  and  I  certainly  am  not  going  to  walk  in  and  leave  it  at  the  desk 
because  that  is  a  third  party.  He  said,  "All  right,  handle  it  any  way 
you  want,  as  usual,"  et  cetera. 

"Wliat  I  did  is  there  is  a  gai^age  opposite  where  Mr.  LaRue  lived  in 
the  Watergate,  his  entrance  had  one  telephone  booth  and  it  was  very — 
it  was  being  used  quite  a  bit — so  I  didn't  go  there  but  I  hated  to  go  to 
where  I  did  go,  which  was  the  Howard  Johnson  Hotel  across  from 
Watergate  which  was  used  in  the  original  situation  and  that  is  where 
I  wound  up. 

I  placed  the  key,  I  called  Mr.  LaRue,  and  asked  him  to  come  down, 
I  had  a  package,  he  was  waiting  the  call — 6  p.m.  exactly,  he  was 
awaiting  the  call  and  he  says  fine,  he  would  be  right  down.  I  had  never 
met  Mr.  LaRue.  I  asked  him  to  put  two  magazines  imder  his  arm, 
come  across  the  street,  come  into  the  motel  entrance  and  the  money 
woidd  be  on  the  ledge  in  the  motel. 

Wlien  he  came  out,  it  is  a  wide  street,  I  watched  him  through  the 
motel  window  here  [86]*  and  he  had  two  magazines.  He  stopped 
at  the  island  because  of  heavy  traffic,  when  he  stepped  off  the  island 
he  was  now  approaching,  I  laid  the  money  on  the  ledge  in  the  envelope 
and  I  proceeded  through  a  door  back  to  the  cigarette  machines  and  I 
could  see  him  come  in,  pick  up  the  money,  hesitate  a  moment,  go  right 
out  and  go  back,  back  to  his  apartment. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  So  you  had  the  money  and  him  under  observation 
until  such  time  as  he  picked  it  up  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lbnzner.  Thank  you  very  much,  Mr.  Ulasewicz. 

Can  you  return  now  to  the  table  and  we  will  go  back  and  pick  up 
some  more  of  your  conversations  with  Mrs.  Hunt. 

Now,  after  you  delivered  your  $25,000  to  Mr.  Bittman,  did  you  sa 
advise  Mr.  Kalmbach  that  you  had  made  that  delivery  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  I  did. 

Mr.  LiENzifER.  Now,  after  that,  did  you  receive  another  phone  call 
from  Mr.  Kalmbach  instructing  you  to  contact  the  writer  or  the  writer's 
wife? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  and  he  gave  me  the  telephone  number  to  the 
writer's  residence. 

Mr.  Lenzner-  Who  were  you  to  call  on  that  first  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  The  writer,  who  would  be  Mr.  Hunt. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  did  you  have  any  instructions?  What  were  you 
supposed  to  say  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  a  listing  of  the  cost  of  the  script  and  the  same 
routine,  the  actors  and  who  may  be  concerned  in  that  show. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  call  the  number  that  Mr.  Kalmbach  had  given 
you? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  No.  The  telephone  number  i 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ul.\sbwicz.  Yes,  I  did  call. 
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Mr.  SfnjRE.  In  other  words,  the  amounts  tliat  Mre.  Hunt  was  de- 
mandinfjj  and  the  amounts  Mr.  Kalmbacii  was  giving  to  you  were 
getting  to  be  so  vast  that  it  was  apparent  they  were  going  beyond 
just  paying  legal  fees  and  meeting  the  needs  of  the  families  of  the  de- 
fendants? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  a  fair  statement. 

]\rr.  SticKE.  And  tl\at  was  the  reason  that  both  you  and  Mr.  Kalm- 
bach  came  to  the  conclusion  that  you  should  get  oat  of  the  thing? 

Mr.  Ui^sEwicz.  Yes;  the  money  plus  the  way  we  had  to  continue 
to  handle  it  and  so  forth.  All  of  that. 

Mr.  Shtjre.  Did  you  begin  to  feel  you  were  becoming  enmeshed  in 
something  that  might  be  illegal  ? 

Mr.  ULASEw^cz.  Let's  say  that  I  had  a  little  shaky  feeling  the  way 
things  were  going. 

Mr.  Shtjre.  iViid  were  you  beginning  to  get  concerned  for  your- 
self, as  to  your  involvement  ? 

Mr.  Ul-^sewicz.  For  myself  and  Mr.  Kalmbach,  because  as  I  said 
before,  the  two  of  us  were  in  this  deep  in  this  thing. 

Mr.  Shure.  Mr.  Caulfield  was  your  friend? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Shure.  Did  you  contact  him  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  No. 

Mr.  Shure.  Did  you  ever  discuss  with  him  about  what  you  were 
getting  involved  in  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  No,  sir,  Mr.  Caufield  is  a  Washington  resident  and 
any  Washington  resident  is  one  of  those  holes  in  a  sieve,  no  matter 
who  he  is. 

Mr.  Shure.  So  I  would  assume,  then,  you  felt  the  same  way  about 
Mr.  Ehrlichman,  who  was  living  in  Washington? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  but  you  see,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  the  only  con- 
versation I  ever  had  was  that  one  at  the  airport  when  he  hired  me. 
Outside  of  that,  I  never  had  a  phone  call  or  personal  conversation 
,  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

Mr.  Shure.  But  up  until  that  time,  had  you  ever  done  anything 
that  you  considered  to  be  illegal  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Shure.  Now  you  were  caught  in  a  measure  that  might  be  in 
some  way  involving  you  ? 

Mr.  Ulaseavicz.  That  may  become  at  some  point  or  looked  at.  For 
the  entire  period  of  time  that  I  was  doing  this  for  Mr.  Kalmbach. 
it  never  occurred  to  me,  that  I  did  not  consider  that  I  did  anything 
illegal  for  Mr.  Kalmbach,  neither  did  he;  neither  did  I,  as  far  as  the 
facts  presented  to  me. 

Mr.  Shure.  But  you  did  state  that  from  the  amounts  of  money 
involved  and  the  demands  being  made,  that  you  were  obviously  making 
payments  to  Mrs.  Hunt  and  others  that  exceeded  the  basic  needs  of 
attorney  fees  and  family  survival  ? 

Mr.  ITlasewicz.  Correct. 

Mr.  Shure.  After  you  made  your  last  two  dropoffs,  which  was 
what— September  19, 1072? 

Mr.  ULASE^VICz.  September  19. 

Mr.  Shure.  Did  anyone  ever  contact  you  again  about  becoming  in- 
volved in  this  type  of  operation  ? 
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Air.  Kai.mbacii.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  D.\sir.  "WHiile  you  wore  on  that  same  trip  to  Washinfrton  your 
calendar  sliows  at  S  a.m.  a  mcetinp;  with  John  Connally.  on  August  8. 
Do  you  know,  was  that  in  rehitiouship  to  this  in  any  way  I 

Mr.  K.\LMB.\CH.  In  no  way  whatsoever. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  discuss  your  activities  with  him  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Kaljibach.  Asto  this  assignment  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Absolutely  not. 

]\Ir.  Dash.  Now,  when  did  you  decide  to  stop  raising  any  money  for 
the  defendants  and  their  attorneys  ? 

Mr.  Iv-VLiiBACH.  Mr.  Dnsh,  probably  in  mid-August  and  then  con- 
tinuing, it  is  my  recollection  that  Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  LaRue  contacted 
me  and  indicating  they  needed  additional  fimds,  and  by  this  time  in 
late  August  this  whole  degree  of  concern  had  come  back  on  me.  It  had 
come  back  on  me  to  the  level  tliat  I  knew  that  I  did  not  want  to  partic- 
ipate any  longer  in  this  assignment. 

Mr.  Dash.  Wasn't  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  reassurance  enduring? 

Mr.  ILvLMBACH.  No,  it  was  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was — was  the  concern  again  the  covert  activity, 
thesecrecy  of  it? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  think  that  was  the  primary  factor,  Mr.  Dash.  I 
think  that  Mr.  Ulasewicz  mentioned  some  cautionary  words  that  from 
a  professional  police  officer  who  gave  me  some  pause.  I  think  there 
were  other  things  within  the  press. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  mean  the  newspaper  stories  about  Watergate  were 
coming  more  and  more  to  the  fore,  were  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  and  I  think  that  just  all  of  it  together  was 
enough  so  that  by,  certainly  by,  as  I  say,  late  August,  September,  I  was 
■certain  that  I  would  not  continue  in  this  assignment. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  discuss  this  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  ? 

Mr.  Kal3ibach.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  did — your  calendar  shows  an  8:15  a.m.  breakfast 
with  Mr.  Ehrlicliman  on  August  29  which  was  about  the  time  you  were 
making  this  decision.  Did  you  discuss  it  with  him  at  that  breakfast? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  No,  I  did  not.  I  don't  recall,  Mr.  Dash,  that  I  ever 
discussed  this  with  Mr.  Elirlicliman  after  making  that  decision. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  tell  John  Dean  anything? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  I  just  simply  told  him  that  I  would  do  no 
more,  and  I  advised  Mr.  LaRue,  too,  that  I  could  do  no  more. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  during  the  months  of  July  and  August  were  you  in 
frequent  contact  with  Mr.  LaRue  to  receive  instruction  for  distribut- 
ing these  fimds  ? 

Mr.  KALifB.vcH.  I  think  during  that  time  that  my  contacts  again — 
I  don't  remember  whether  they  were  with  Mr.  LaRue  or  Mr.  Dean, 
they  were  interchangeable  in  a  sense,  but  tliere  were  instnictions  to 
disb\irse  tlie  funds  right  up  to,  I  think  tlie  last  instinction  I  received 
was  in,  oh,  again  my  memoiy  tells  me  IT  or  IS  of  September. 

Mr.  Dash.  Wpiv  the  instnictions  to  distribute  the  remainder  of  the 
funds  immediately? 

Mr.  IvAi.iNrnAcii.  Yes.  T  think  tiie  words  were  there  was  a — the  direc- 
tion was  for  mo  to  lia\e  tiie  funds  di^hui-sed  inunediately  to  Mrs. 
Hunt,  and  tlioii  tin-  balance  of  the  funds  to  Mr.  LaRue.  which  was  the 
first  time  that  I  can  recall  that  Mr.  I>aRne  re<-eived  fuiuls. 
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Mr.  Dash.  All  ripht.  Did  you  request  a  reconciliation  of  your  cash 
lecords  with  LaRue  in  tlie  last  money  you  distributed  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Tell  us  about  the  reconciliation  and  where  it  took  place? 

Mr.  IvALjrBACH.  Again,  my  memory  is  that  the  reconciliation  was 
probably  on  the  21st  of  September. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  was  there,  where  did  it  take  place  ? 

Mr.  KLvLMBACH.  I  think  it  took  place  in  Mr.  Dean's  office,  and  I 
think  that  Mr.  LaRue  was  present,  and  I  was — that  is  ray  recollec- 
tion as  to  the  date,  and  at  that  time  I  just  went  through  the,  my  entire 
record  that  I  had  in  my  notes  indicating  the  total  funds  received,  to- 
tal disbursed,  and  those,  in  that  income  and  outgo,  agreed  with  Mr. 
LaRue's  records.  ^ 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  what  that  total  amount  was? 

Mr.  Kauibach.  Beg  pardon  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  what  the  total  amount  was? 

Mr.  KAUiiBACH.  I  think  it  was  appro.ximately  $220,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  happened,  what  did  you  do  with  your  notes  at  tKe 
termination  of  the  meeting? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  then  destroyed  the  notes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Where  ? 

Mr.  Kauxbach.  In  his  office,  in  Mr.  Dean's  office. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  were  they  destroyed  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  my  recollection  is  that  I  asked  him  to  shred 
my  notes,  and  he  was  smoking,  and  I  am  not  sure  who  used  matches, 
but  the  notes  were  destroyed. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  ever  again,  Mr.  Kalmbach,  asked  to  raise  money 
for  the  defendants,  after  you  broke  off,  decided  in  September  that 
you  would  not  do  it  anymore  for  the  concerns  that  you  have  expressed, 
were  you  ever  again  requested  to  do  the  same  thing  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  I  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  when  you  can  recall  that  happening 
and  who  was  there  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  think  I  may  have  been  approached  once  or  twice 
after  the  September  21  meeting,  but  I  remember  with  great  particu- 
larity a  meeting  that  occurred  on  the  19th  of  January  in  Washing- 
ton, in  Mr.  Mitchell's  office. 

Mr.  Dash.  AVlio  was  there  with  Mr.  Mitchell  ? 

Mr.  ICalmbach.  There  was  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  LaRue, 
and  myself. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  please  tell  us  very  briefly  what  the  discussion 
was,  who  said  what,  what  you  said  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  had  been  asked  by  Mr.  Dean  at  a  meeting  held  just 
minutes  before  at  Blair  House  that  Mr.  Mitchell  wanted  to  see  me  in 
his  office,  and  I  recall  that  it  was  a  rainy  afternoon  and  we  ran  through 
the  rain  a  half  block  to  1701  Pennsylvania,  went  up  to  Mr.  Mitchell's 
office,  and  when  we  walked  into  his  office  we  joined  Mr.  Mitchell,  who 
was  seated  at  his  desk,  and  ifr.  LaRue  who  was  also  in  the  office. 
After  we  were  seated  and  after  the  opening  amenities,  I  think  it  was 
Mr.  Dean  that  led  the  conversation  and  immediately  I  could  see  that 
the  purpose  of  this  meeeting  was  to  ask  me  to  raise  additional  funds. 
And  immediately,  as  soon  as  that  became  known,  Mr.  Dean  said  the 
need  for  raising  additional  funds  for  lawyers  and  for  family  support, 
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Mr.  LaRue.  Cfi-tainly  not  in  this  time  period,  Mr.  Dash.  There 
Avoukl  ha\c,  I  thinlc,  l^een — I  did  have  conversations  later  on  with 
Mr.  O'lJrien,  but  there  would  have  been,  I  think 

Mr.  Da.sh.  "What  about  'Mr.  Parkinson,  did  you  meet  with  him 
during  thispt-riod  of  time  in  rlie  summer  of  1972? 

Mr.  LaEui;.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Da.sh.  Did  you  have  any  discussions  with  Mr.  Parkinson 
concerning  the  defendants"  needs? 

Mr.  LaKuk.  Here  again,  Mr.  Dash,  I  think  not  in  this  time  period. 
I  think  the  first  discussions  I  had  with  Mr.  Parkinson  regarding  the 
money  for  the  defendants  would  have  been,  oh,  in  the  later  part  of 
September  or  October. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right  now,  did  you  attend  meetings  during  the 
summer  and  early  fall,  actually  the  summer,  June,  July,  and  August, 
at  which  Mr.  i\ragruder  discussed  the  story  of  his  testimony  which 
he  was  going  to  give  to  the  grand  jury  ? 

Mr.  LaKue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DASir.  Who  was  present  at  the  meeting? 

Mr.  LaRue.  'Sh:  Dash,  I  would  like  to  clarify-  that.  The  first  meet- 
ings that  were  held  or  that  I  attended  discussing  iEr.  Magruder's 
story,  discussing  cover  stories  as  it  has  been  called,  I  think  was  in 
relationship  to  his  FBI  interview,  not  grand  jury  testimony. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  time  was  that — in  June  or  July  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  That  would  be  July,  I  think  a  period  of  around  the 
middle  of  July. 

Mr.  Dash.  Actually  the  first  time  he  really  testified  before  the 
grand  jury  on  the  so-called  cover  story  was  August  16,  1972.  Do  you 
recall,  prior  to  August  16,  meetings  with  ]Mr.  Magruder  in  which 
Mr.  Magruder  indicated  what  he  was  going  to  tell  the  grand  jury? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes, sir;  I'do. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  was  present  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Mi:  Mitchell,  Mr.  Mardian.  as  I  recall,  Mr.  ^Mitchell,  I 
think  Mr.  Mardian,  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  Magruder  and  myself.  I  recall  a 
later  meeting,  which  Mr. — some  of  the  PR  people. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  knew  then  exactly  what  Mr.  IMagruder  planned  to 
tell  the  grand  jur}',  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  since  you  have  already  testified  that  ilr.  Magruder, 
about  a  week  after  the  break-in  had  told  you  everything  he  had  done, 
and  everything  that  he  has  already  told  this  committee,  you  knew  that 
story  was  a  false  story  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  I  take  it  to  your  knowledge  most  of  those  attending 
knew  that? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Mr.  Dash,  I  can  only  speak  from  my  own  knowledge. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  did  you  and  ]\[r.  Kalmbach  meet  again  in  ]Mr. 
Dean's  office  on  September  19, 1972  ? 

JMr.  LaRue.  As  I  recall,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  tell  us  what  happened  at  that  meeting? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Mr.  Kalmbach  indicated  that  he  wished  to  get  out  of 
it — his  role  concerning  the  payments  to  defendants — that  he  did  not 
wish  to  continue  this  any  longer,  and  he  ga\e  an  accounting  of  his 
activities  and  payments,  not  his  activities,  but  he  gave  us  an  accounting 
of  the  payments  to  the  defendants  at  that  time. 
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!Mr.  Dash.  And  then  he  was  sort  of  excused  or  discharged  from  his 
resj)on3ibilities? 

^Ir.  La  Rue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  tell  us  what  happened  to  the  records  of  his 
accounting? 

Mr.  L.\Ku".  Thooe  records  Axere  burned. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Were  tiiey  burned  right  there  in  tlie  olTice  i 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir,  he  had  records,  as  I  recall,  a  veiy  small  sheet 
of  paper  and  they  were  put  in  an  ash  tray  and  burned. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  Mr.  Kalmbach  have  any  money  left  over  that 
he  liad  not  expended  ? 

i\Ir.  LaRcte.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  turn  that  money  over  to  you  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  about  how  much  that  was  ? 

i\Ir.  LaRue.  ily  recollection  is  approximately  $30,000.    . 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  ilr.  LaRue,  did  you  then  take  on  the  responsibility 
of  cairying  out  the  transfer  of  funds  for  legal  defense  of  the  defend- 
ants and  support  of  families  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  As  the  events  occurred,  I  did.  I  did  not  realize  at  the 
time  I  had  assumed  the  role,  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  did  it  come  about  after  Mr.  Kalmbach  bowed  out  for 
reasons  I  think  he  has  testified  before  this  committee  that  you  then 
were  tlie  one  to  undertake  this  assignment  or  responsibility? 

Mr.  LaRit;.  I  was  the  one  who  had  the  cash. 

^Ir.  Dash.  You  had  the  money  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes.  sir. 

;Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you,  about  late  September  or  early  October, 
transfer  some  money  to  Mr.  Bittman  who  is ■ 

Mv.  ViNsox.  E.xcuse  me,  Mr.  Dash,  I  think  the  record  shoidd  show 
at  this  time  that  all  of  Mr.  LaRue"s  testimony  with  respect  to — I  think 
the  record  should  show  at  this  time  that  Mr.  LaRue's  testimony  with 
respect  to  receipt  of  monej'S  and  witli  respect  to  disbursement  of 
moneys  is  the  result  of  a  reconstruction  and  in  no  way  can  lie  be 
precise.  He  has  sat  down  in  hindsiglit  and  reconstructed  it  as  best  he 
can. 

^Ir.  Dash.  I  think  we  understand  that,  Mr.  Vinson.  Thank  you  for 
that  conmient. 

^Ir.  LaRue,  with  regard,  however,  to  the  period  late  September — 
early  October  1972,  did  there  come  a  time  when  you  made  a  transfer 
of  money  to  Mr.  Bittman,  the  attorney  for  ]Mr.  Hunt? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes, sir. 

Jfr.  Dash.  Could  vou  tell  us  how  much  vou  gave  Mr.  Bittman? 

;Mr.  LaRue.  As  I  recall,  $25,000. 

yiv.  Dash.  Now,  could  you  state  how  tliis  was  carried  out?  W^hat 
was  the  maimer  in  wliich  you  contacted  ^Ir.  Bittman  and  made  the 
payment? 

i\Ir.  LaRue.  I  contacted  Mr.  Bittman,  I  used  the  name  of  Mr.  Baker. 

.Mr.  Dash.  Jlr.  Baker? 

:i[r.  LaRue.  Baker.  I  told 

^Ir.  Dash.  How  did  you  call  him?  Did  you  call  him  at  his  office? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  called  him  at  his  office,  yes,  sir.  Told  him  I  was  a 
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Q     Do  you  recall  whether  he  had  notes  or  some  kind  of 
written  material  from  which  he  made  this  accounting? 

A    Yes.   He  had  a  small  slip  of  paper  which  he  had  been 
carrying  in  his  wallet.   He  took  this  small  piece  of  paper  out 
of  his  wallet  and  had  written  in  a  very  small  print  these 
figures  and  he  read  them  to  LaRue. 

I  don't  recall  whether  LaRue  made  any  notes  or  not, 
but  after  Xalmbach  had  done  his  reporting,  there  was  sort  of 
a  ceremonial  burning  of  the  piece  of  paper  in  an  ashtray  on  my 
desk. 

Q    Mr.  Kalmbach  burned  the  paper  himself? 

A    Yes. 

Q     Now  dxiring  July,  August,  and  September  of  1972,  did 
the  demands  that  were  being  communicated  from  the  defendants 
continue? 

A    Yes,  they  did. 

Q    Mr.  Dean,  was  it  on  account  of  these  continuing 
demands  that  Mr.  Kalmbach  had  to  raise  additional  money  as  tiraa 
went  along? 

A    That's  correct. 

Q    To  your  own  personal  knowledge ,  who  knew  about  the 
payments  that  were  being  made  to  the  defendants? 

A    Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  Mr.  Mitchell,  of  coursej 
Kalmbach. 

C     I  take  it  you  personally  had  conversations  with  Mr. 
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MEMOI^NDUM  TO:   Mr-  Ivillia;n  O,  Bittman 

\   J' 
FROM:   Dorothy  Hunt       ^^U'"""' 

RE;  Contact  made  on  above  date  and  distribution  on  same  date 


I  received  a  call  from  I4r.  Rivers  at  noon  on  the 
above  date  and  arranged  to  pick  up  v/hat  he  "v/as  able  to  scraoa 
up  on  such  short  notice".   I  asked  the  amount  and  v/as  told 
$53_,500.   I  then  asked  what  distribution  was  to  be  made  and 
v/as  told  that  it  was  up  to  me^,  but  that  I  would  be  accountable 
at  our  next  conversation,   I  informed  !4r.  Rivers  that  I'lr,  Liddy 
had  telephoned  me  the  previous  night  and  informed  me  that  since 
he  would  be  in  court  on  the  19thj  he  v/ould  appreciate  it  if  I 
could  handle  any  contact  for  him.  •   . 

Mr.  Rivers  said  he  had  not  arranged  anything  about 
MTo  Liddy  (a  fact  I  am  not  going  to  pass  on  to  Mr^  Liddy:. asvl 
feelit  wiir  anger  him) ^  and  asked  me  to  spread  the  $53^500 
out  to  include  I4r.  Liddy  and  his  attorney  as  ^-/ell  as  Mr.  McCord. 
He  concluded  that  he  v;ould  be  in  touch  v/ith  me  again  when  he 
could  and  repeated  that  this  amount  was  all  he  was  able  to  scrapa 
up  on  such  short  notice.   I  thanked  him. 

Distribution  as  follows: 

$13 J  000  to  Mr,  Barker  for  Kr.  Rothblatt 

$13_,000  to  Mr,  McCord  for  Mr,  Bailey 

$13^000  to  Mr,  Liddy  for  Hr,  J^ar'lius 

$  5;,  000  to  xMr,  Barker  for  2  Assts,  to  Mr.  Rothblatt 

$  5^000  to  Z-'r,  Liddy  for  compensation  of  2  m.onths  salarv 

$  1^000  to  Mr-  Liddy  for  Bail 

$  1;,00C  to  Mr.  Huxii-.  -^or  B^il 

?    .1^000    to   Mr,    EarJcei"    i^or   trav'-el    for   -"■-   persons    from  I-iiarfi.l 

$    l;,5n0    to   M.r,    Barker    for  Mr,    de  Felipe    for   attorney   and 

, , e:cpense3 

$53^500 
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30.     In  October  1972  CRP  attorney  Kenneth  Parkinson  told  Fred 
LaRue  and  John  Dean  that  William  Bittman,  Himt's  attorney,  needed 
additional  money  for  legal  fees.  Using  the  alias  "Mr.  Baker," 
LaRue  contacted  Bittman  and  caused  cash  ($25,000  or  $20,000)  to  be 
delivered  to  Bittman' s  office.  The  package  was  received  at  Bitt- 
man's  office  in  Hxint's  presence.  LaRue  has  testified  that  he  under- 
stood the  money  was  for  legal  fees  for  Bittman. 


Page 

30.1  Fred  LaRue  testimony,  6  SSC  2293-94 386 

30.2  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 
September  11,  1973,  213-14 388 


(385) 


t 

n 


Z0,1     FEED  LaRUE  TESTIMONY,   JULY  18,    1973,    6  SSC  2&93-94 

2293 

Mr.  Dash.  And  then  he  was  sort  of  excused  or  discharged  from  his 
responsibilities? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  tell  us  what  happened  to  the  records  of  his 
accounting? 

Mr.  LaKue.  Those  records  were  burned. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  they  burned  right  there  in  the  office? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir,  he  had  records,  as  I  recall,  a  very  small  sheet 
of  paper  and  they  were  put  in  an  ash  tray  and  burned. 

ilr.  Dash.  Now,  did  jNIr.  Kalmbach  have  any  money  left  over  that  ■ 
he  had  not  expended  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  turn  that  money  over  to  you  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  about  how  much  that  was  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  My  recollection  is  approximately  $30,000.    . 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  Mr.  LaRue,  did  you  then  take  on  the  responsibility 
of  carrying  out  the  transfer  of  funds  for  legal  defense  of  the  defend- 
ants and  support  of  families  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  As  the  events  occurred,  I  did.  I  did  not  realize  at  the 
time  I  had  assumed  the  role,  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  did  it  come  about  after  Mr.  Kalmbach  bowed  out  for 
reasons  I  think  he  has  testified  before  this  committee  that  you  then 
were  the  one  to  undertake  this  assignment  or  responsibility? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  was  the  one  who  had  the  cash. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  had  the  money  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you,  about  late  September  or  early  October, 
transfer  some  money  to  Mr.  Bittman  who  is 

Mr.  Vinson.  Excuse  me,  Mr.  Dash,  I  think  the  record  should  shoAV 
at  this  time  that  all  of  Mr.  LaRue's  testimony  with  respect  to— I  think 
the  record  should  sliow  at  this  time  that  Mr.  LaRue's  testimony  with 
respect  to  receipt  of  moneys  and  with  respect  to  disbursement  of 
moneys  is  tlie  result  of  a  reconstruction  and  in  no  way  can  he  be 
precise.  He  has  sat  down  in  hindsight  and  reconstructed  it  as  best  he 
can. 

Mi:  Dash.  I  think  we  understand  that,  Mr.  Vinson.  Thank  you  for 
that  comment. 

ilr.  LaRue,  with  regard,  however,  to  the  period  late  September- 
early  October  1972,  did  there  come  a  time  when  you  made  a  transfer 
of  money  to  Mr.  Bittman.  the  attornej-  for  Mr.  Hunt? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  how  much  vou  gave  Mr.  Bittman? 

Mr.  LaRue.  As  I  recall,  $25,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  could  you  state  how  this  was  carried  out?  What 
was  the  manner  in  which  you  contacted  ^Ir.  Bittman  and  made  the 
payment? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  contacted  Mr.  Bittman,  I  used  the  name  of  Mr.  Baker. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Baker? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Baker.  I  told 

irr.  DASif.  How  did  you  call  him?  Did  you  call  him  at  his  office? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  called  him  at  his  office,  yes,  sir.  Told  him  I  was  a 
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friend  of  Mr.  Rivers  and  that  tiiere  would  be  ;i  packa;j:e  delivered  to 
his  office  shortly. 

Afr.  Dash.  "WHio  asked  you  to  make  that  call?  Who  requested  that 
mone}',  do  you  know  ? 

Mi-.  LaIUt:.  As  I  recall,  ^Ir.  Dash,  this  resulted  out  of  a  conversa- 
tion that  Mr.  Parkinson  had  with  Mr.  Bittman  which  he  relayed  to 
Mr.  Dean  and  I,  citinix  tlie  need  for  some  attorney's  fees  for  Mr. 
Bittman. 

ilr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  from  that  discussion  that  Mr.  Parkinson 
had  been  with  Mr.  Bittman  and  then  relayed  to  you  and  Mr.  Dean  how 
much  money  was  to  l>e  paid  ? 

Mr.  LaRlt;.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  much  was  that,  did  vou  sav? 

Mr.  LaRue.  S-2.5,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Then  you  told  Mr.  Bittman  on  the  telephone  that  this 
package  would  be  delivered? 

Mr.  LaRux.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  was  it  delivered  ? 

Mr.  LaRtte.  It  was  delivered  by  messenger  to  his  office.  It  was  in  a 
package  directed  to  Mr.  Bittman  marked  personal,  confidential. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  this  was  in  cash  ? 

Mr.  L.vRiTE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  the  messenger  who  delivered  that  package  to 
Mr.  Bittman  know  what  his  assignment  was,  what  wiis  in  the  pack- 
age and  what  he  was  doing  ? 

Mr.  LaRue-OIi,  absolutely  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  think  to  make  the  record  clear,  Mr.  LaRue,  when  you 
made  that  payment  to  Mr.  Bittman.  did  you  have  any  understanding 
as  to  the  reason  that  payment  was  being  made  ? 

Mr.  LaRce.  My  understanding  was  that  this  was  legal  fees  for  Mr. 
Bittman. 

ilr.  Dash.  And  did  you  think  that  this  was  being  paid  for  hnmani- 
'  tarian  reasons? 

Mr.  IjaRce.  ilr.  Dash,  my  under-standing  of  the  payments  of  money 
to  the  defendants  were  or  is  that  this  money  was  paid  to  satisfy  com- 
mitments that  had  been  made  to  them  by  someone  I  do  not  know,  but 
had  been  made,  commitments  had  been  made  to  them  at  some  point 
in  time,  and 

^rr.  Dash.  Commitments  made  by  people  who  had  something  to 
do  with  authorizing  the  original  activity? 

Mr.  LaRve.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  that  you  were  really  carrying  out  the  responsibil- 
ity based  on  those  commitments? 

Mr.  LaRce.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  it  occur  to  yon  that  if  those  pnvments  were  not  made, 
there  may  be  some  embarrassment  in  the  reelection  campaign? 

Mr.  La  Rue.  Thiscertainlv  occurred  to  me,  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  when  and  whore  was  your  next  paymei\t  to  'Sir. 
Bittman  ? 

AEr.LARfE.  As  I  recall,  ^[r.  Dash,  this  was  made  in  December,  the 
amount  approximatelv  $.>0,000. 

^^r.  Dash.  Xow.  who  gave  the  in^rructions  about  that  payment? 

yiv.  LaRi"e.  AVho  oave  the  instructions? 
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a  complete  listing  of  those  previously  mentioned. 

Mr.  Hunt.   I  would  say  no,  if  I  understand  your  question 
correctly. 

Mr.  Armstrong.   Thedate  of  the  $50,000  reimbursement 
you  placed  in  approximately  January  of  1973? 

Mr.  Hunt.   The  date  or  dates,  because  I  cannot  recall 
whether  it  came  in  one  sum  —  I  am  led  to  believe,  refreshing 
my  memory,  that  X  received  an  initial  sum  of  35  and  subse- 
quently two  weeks  later,  something  like  that,  I  got  $15,000, 
which  combined  make  up  the  sum  of  $50,000. 
I      Mr.  Armstrong.   Was  there  any  cash  transaction  in  the 
I  September-October  period  of  approximately  $25,000  to  you  by 
Mr.  Bittraan? 

Mr.  Hunt.   September-October  period? 

Mr.  Armstrong.   Right,  1972. 

Mr.  Hunt.   I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  transfer, 
no,  sir.   We  are  talking  about  Bittman  rather  than  to  my 
wife? 

Mr.  Armstrong.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hunt.   I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  sum. 
(Discussion  off  the  record.) 
(Reporter  read  back.) 

Mr.  Hunt.   In  October  I  believe  I  testified  I  was  present 
when  the  sum  of  $25,000  was  received  at  Mr.  Bittman's  office. 
I  am  assuming  your  question  has  to  do  with  a  transfer  beyond 
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that  particular  one. 

Mr.  Share.   He  told  us  about  that. 

Mr.  Armstrong.   My  question  is,  was  there  any  additional 
money  in  the  envelope  other  than  the  $20,000? 

Mr.  Hunt.   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Armstrong.   The  money  was  counted,  it  was  $20,000, 
I  and  turned  over  in  its  entirety  to  Mr.  Bittman? 
^^^^J4r.  Hunt.   To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  yes. 

Mr.  Armstrong.   Was  there  a  later  time, again  in  the 
December- January  period,  when  in  addition  to  $50,000  received 
there  were  envelopes  of  25  and  $35,000  also  received  by  Mr. 
Bittman  and  handed  to  you? 

Mr.  Hunt.   Perhaps  it  would  be  best  at  this  point  if  I 
went  through  what  I  actually  received,  because  your  questions 
are  a  little  bit  off  my  particular  beam. 

Senator  Saxbe.   Excu  se  me. 

Would  it  clarify  things  and  simplify  things  if  you  could 
preface  your  question  by  a  statement  "except  for  the  things 
you  have  already  testified  to"? 

Mr.  Armstrong.   We  are  talking  about  during  that  period 
of  December  —  I  am  concerned  about  December-January,  any 
cash  receipts  there.   Mr.  Hunt  has  already  testified  about 
one  or  two  checks. 

Mr.  Hunt.   Not  checks. 

Mr.  Armstrong.   I  am  sorry,  that  he  received  in  one  or 
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31.     On  November  10,  1972  John  Dean  met  with  Donald  Segretti  in  Palm 
Springs,  California.   Dean  taped  a  conversation  in  which  Segretti 
described  his  disruption  o£  the  campaigns  of  candidates  for  the  Democratic 
presidential  nomination  during  the  period  he  was  employed  by  Dwight 
Chapin.  On  NoveiAer  11,  1972  Dean  was  called  from  Palm  Springs  to  Key 
Biscayne,  Florida  where  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman  had  accom- 
panied the  President.  Dean  flew  to  Florida  and  reported  on  Segretti 
to  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman.   Segretti  has  testified  that  in  mid-November 
1972  Dean  offered  him  a  position  in  Montego  Bay,  Jamaica,  at  a  salary 
of  about  $35,000  per  year. 


Page 

31.1  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  965-66 392 

31.2  Donald  Segretti  testimony,  10  SSC  398A-85, 

4018,  4052 394 

31.3  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  7  SSC  2760,  2803 398 

31.4  United  States  v.  Segretti  indictment, 

September  27,  1973,  1-4 400 


(391) 


31.2     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIWNY,   JUNE  25,    197Z,    Z  SSC  965-66 


965 

Accordingly,  I  helped  Kalmbach  prepare  for  his  FBI  interview,  and 
he  later  informed  me  it  had  pone  well,  that  they  had  nob  asked 
questions  unrelated  to  the  Segretti  matter,  and  he  volunteered,  nothing. 

On  October  10,  1972,  an  article  based  on  leaked  FBI  informatioa 
reported  the  Segretti  story  for  the  first  time  publicly.  Following  the 
October  10  story  there  commenced  a  series  of  stories  involving  Chapin, 
Strachan,  Kalmbach,  and,  later,  Haldeman.  These  stories  created  a  new 
frenzy  in  the  White  House  press  office  as  to  how  to  deal  with  the  stories. 

On  Friday,  the  13th,  I  had  left  Washington  to  go  to  Florida  to  spend 
several  weeks  on  a  honeymoon,  but  was  abruptly  called  back  to  Wash- 
ington on  Sunday,  October  15,  because  of  the  cascading  leaked  stories 
regarding  Segretti.  When  I  returned,  I  went  to  the  White  House  where 
a  meeting  was  in  session  in  the  Roosevelt  room.  In  attendance  at  the 
meeting  were  Ehrlichman,  Ziegler,  Buchanan.  Moore,  and  Chapin.  The 
purpose  of  the  meeting  was  to  prepare  Ziegler  for  his  press  briefings  on 
the  Segretti-related  stories.  For  a  reason  that  I  cannot  explain,  a  sec- 
retary to  Mr.  Chapin  was  present  and  taking  notes  during  parts  of 
the  discussions  and  hypothetical  questioning  and  answering  of  ilr. 
Ziegler.  I  believe  this  is  one  of  the  rare  occasions  where  the  preparation 
of  a  Ziegler  briefing  was  actually  recorded  and  I  have  submitted  to  the 
committee  a  copy  of  the  notes  recording  parts  of  that  session. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  34-24.*] 

Mr.  Deax.  I  might  also  add  that  this  session  was  not  urdike  many 
-other  sessions  that  had  preceded  it  and  that  were  to  follow  it  in  prepar- 
ing Ziegler  to  meet  with  the  White  House  press  corps.  It  would,  how- 
ever, take  me  another  200  pages  to  give  that  story.  After  Segretti 
became  the  subject  of  intense  inquiry  by  the  press,  Ehrlichman  sug- 
gested that  I  advise  Segretti  to  go  incognito  and  hide  from  the  press 
and  avoid  further  stories  that  might  result  from  press  interviews  of 
him.  I  so  ad\nsed  Segretti  and  he  came  to  Washington  in  late  October, 
because  he  was  very  distressed  about  the  fact  that  a  number  of  people 
were  issuing  what  he  considered  to  be  inaccurate  and  false  stories 
regardijig  his  activities. 

"WTien  Segretti  arrived  in  Washington,  he  was  met  by  Mr.  Fielding 
and  myself  to  discuss  whether  he  should  issue  a  press  statement  him- 
self at  that  time.  This  subject  was  also  discussed  in  a  meeting  at 
Mr.  Chapin's  office  attended  by  Ziegler.  Ehrlichman,  Chapin,  and  my- 
self, and  later  by  Fielding  after  he  had  received  a  draft  copy  of 
Segretti's  proposed  press  statement.  It  was  decided  that  it  would  be 
unwise  for  Segretti  to  issue  the  statement,  so  he  commenced  his  travels 
around  the  United  States  once  again  to  avoid  the  press.  Mr.  Segretti 
would  periodically  call  me  to  tell  me  that  he  was  in  some  small  town 
and  had  not  seen  a  newspaper  or  television  for  several  days  and  was 
curious  to  know  what  they  were  saying  about  him.  I  would  give  him 
a  summary  report  as  to  the  press  coverage. 

Following  the  election.  I  was  asked  by  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 
to  meet  with  Segretti  to  determine  the  extent  of  the  involvement  that 
Chapin  and  Strachan  had  had  with  him.  Segretti  at  this  time  was  in 
Palm  Springs,  Calif.,  where  he  had  been  spending  the  last  week  before 
the  election  in  the  desert.  I  arranged  to  nieet  witli  him  on  Xovember  10 
in  Palm  Springs,  and  had  planned  to  spend  a  week  myself  rela.xing 
after  the  election  in   Palm  Springs.  On  Xovembei-  10  I  met  with 

♦See  p.  1200. 
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begretti  and,  pursuant  to  an  arrangement  between  Segretti  and  my- 
self, I  agreed  to  tape  the  interview  witli  him,  with,  the  understanding 
tliat  I  fell:  it  was  privileged  under  tiie  doctrine  of  executive  privilege 
and  that  it  would  never  be  released.  I  have  submitted  the  tape  of  that 
conversation  between  Segretti  and  myself  to  thr;  committee  pursuant 
to  a  subpena  issued  for  the  material. 

j\Iy  visit  to  Palm  Springs  was  abruptly  interrupted  when  I  received 
a  call  on  November  11  from  Mr.  Todd  Hullin,  Ehrlichman's  assistant, 
requesting  that  I  come  to  Florida  where  Ehrlicliman  and  Haldeman 
were  accompanying  the  President,  to  report  on  my  interview  with 
Segretti. 

Accordingly,  I  flew  to  Florida  immediately  and  met  with  Halde- 
man and  Ehrlichman  on  November  12  and  played  the  taped  interview 
I  had  had  with  Segretti  for  them.  I  recall  that  wlule  I  was  discussing 
this  matter  with  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman,  the  President  requested 
that  Haldeman  come  over  to  see  him.  I  was  surj)rised  on  this  occasion, 
as  I  had  been  on  other  occasions  when  a  similar  situation  had  occurred, 
that  Haldeman  sent  a  message  back  to  the  President  that  he  was  meet- 
ing with  me  and  would  be  over  shortly  to  report.  I  was  surprised  that 
my  reporting  on  Segretti  would  take  precedence  over  Haldeman's 
responding  to  an  immediate  request  of  the  President. 

On  November  15,  1972, 1  arranged  to  meet  with  Mr.  Haldeman  and 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  at  Camp  David  on  another  subject,  •which  I  will  dis- 
cuss later.  During  the  first  part  of  the  meeting,  however,  the  subject 
of  Chapin's  remaining  at  the  White  House  came  up,  and  I  learned 
that  the  President  had  made  a  decision,  based  on  the  infomiation  that 
had  been  imparted  to  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  in  Florida,  that  Mr. 
Chapin  would  have  to  leave  the  White  House  staff.  Before  going  to 
Camp  David,  I  was  aware  of  this  subject  being  under  discussion  and 
ilr.  Moore  and  I  had  talked  about  it.  iloore  felt  that  the  President 
should  merely  issue  a  letter  of  censure  to  Chapin  and  let  it  go  at  that, 
but  Moore  was  unaware  of  the  contents  of  the  tape  and  had  never 
heard  it.  Pursuant  to  requests  of  Moore,  however.  I  did  raise  his  sug- 
gestion with  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman.  Haldeman  said  that  he  was 
l>ersonally  too  close  to  Cliapin  to  make  a  judgment  on  sucli  a  thing  and 
that  if  it  was  going  to  be  done,  it  was  going  to  be  reraised  with  the 
President  it  would  have  to  be  done  so  by  Ehrlichman.  Ehrlichman 
said  that  he  did  not  think  that  it  was  possible  to  reraise  the  matter  and 
subsequently  Chapin  resigned  from  the  T\Tiite  House  staff. 


Discussions  of  a  Writtex  Dean  Report 

As  the  press  accounts  of  Segretti's  activities  lingered  on  after  the 
election  as  well  as  the  continuing  Watergate  stories,  there  was  serious 
discussion  about  putting  out  the  facts.  In  late  November,  I  recall  a 
conversation  with  Haldeman  in  his  office.  We  talked  about  the  facts  and 
he  asked  my  opinion  about  what  would  happen  if  we  put  them  out.  I 
told  him  that  I  thought  that  the  then  pending  trial  would  be  put  back 
into  a  grand  juiy  and  it  was  very  likely  that  Mitchell,  'Magruder, 
Strachan,  Ehrlichman,  Hakieman,  ajod  Dean  could  be  indicted.  He 
asked  me  to  elaborate.  I  said  I  had  no  idea  nor  did  I  have  full  knowl- 
edge of  what  happened  before  June  17  but  I  did  know  that  there  is  a 
good  possibility  that  any  reconvened  grand  jury  could  get  into  ques- 
tions of  obstruction  of  justice  which  would  lead  right  to  us. 
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At  this  point  I  woiilil  like  to  Nt.;itc  to  tiio  cominittec  tliiit  at  no  timo 
(lid  I  cvvv  li;ivp  any  kiioulcdirc  of.  iior(li(l  I  pai-ticipnto  in.tiic  Watcr- 
j^ati'  bur^lafv  or  an\'  ai'ti\ity  in\ol\in^  electronic  surveillance. 

It  is  [)ossible  that  I  may  iiave  met  .Mr.  Warroii  on  a  third  occasion, 
liut  1  am  nu-SLirc  at  this  time. 

Ou  April  1,  l'JT2  (April  Fools"  Day),  in  Milwaukee,  Wis..  .Mr.  ]icnz 
and  I  distril)uted  a  fliei-  ad\ertisin^  a  free  all-you-cau-eat  lunch  with 
drinks  at  Hubert  Humphrey's  headquarteis.  I  have  jriven  the  <-oni- 
mittee  and  the  Special  Prosecutor's  Office  a  copy  of  the  flier.  There 
was.  of  course,  no  such  j^arty. 

.Vlso  in  .Vpril  of  107-2.  in  response  to  a  telephone  call  from  Mr.  "W'ar- 
I'en.  I  flew  to  AVashin<rton.  D.C.  I  had  Mr.  Kelly  meet  nie  there.  Senator 
Muskie  was  to  ha\e  a  fundraising  diiuier  at  the  Washington  Hilton 
Hotel,  and  Mr.  Kelly  and  I,  ostensibly  acting  for  Mnskie  organizers, 
ordered  floweis,  pizzas,  and  licjuor  foi-  the  camj>aign  workers.  In  addi- 
tion, we  invited  certain  foreign  guests  and  provided  for  their  delivery 
to  the  dinner  by  chautt'cred  limousine.  .V  magician  was  also  hireil  to 
attend  the  dinner  and  to  entertain.  A\"e  also  made  inquires  about  renting 
an  elephant,  but  were  unable  to  make  the  necessary  arrangements.  Tlie 
purpose  of  all  this  was  to  cause  confusion  at  the  iliiskie  dinner.  Mr. 
Kelly  and  I  also  distributed  a  flier  stating,  "("ome.  Protest  the  Fat 
Cats  With  Signs."  This  was  in  reference  to  tlie  Muskie  dinner.  Mr. 
Kelly  and  I  constructed  various  protest  signs,  but  no  one  showed  up 
to  protest. 

During  1972.  I  performed  activities  of  a  similar,  but  less  extensive 
and  significant  nature,  in  other  States.  I  have  given  a  full  statement 
to  this  committee's  staff  regarding  these  events.  I  believe  my  activities 
in  these  other  States  produced  little,  if  any,  commotion,  and  do  not 
need  to  be  elaborated  on  in  this  statement.  I  also  feel  that  many 
innocent  persons  would  be  hurt  if  I  were  to  disclose  the  names  of  all 
persons  I  contacted  in  my  travels,  ^fost  of  these  persons  are  completely 
innocent  of  any  wrongdoing,  and  to  publicly  disclose  their  names 
would  be  a  great  disservice  to  them.  T  have  given  the  connnittee's  staff 
^  a  complete  list  of  all  persons  whose  names  I  can  recall.  I  undei-stand 
that  both  the  connnittee's  staff  and  the  prosecutor's  office  have  in- 
vestigated my  activities  in  an  intensive  manner.  I  would,  therefore, 
beg  the  indulgence  of  this  committee  that  I  not  be  forced  to  i)ublicly 
disclose  the  names  of  imiocent  persons,  which  could  oidy  damage  their 
reputations  imdiily  without  serving  any  legitimate  legislative  purpose. 

In  July  of  1072,  Mr.  Kelly  and  T  made  arrangements  for  a  small 
[ilane  to  fly  over  the  Democratic  Convention  center  with  a  trailer 
reading:  "Peace,  Pot.  Promiscuity.  Vote  McGovern."  This  was  my  last 
political  activity  of  the  1072  campaign. 

.-Vfter  newsstoiies  began  mentioning  my  name,  I  sought  legal  counsel 
from  Mr.  John  W.  Dean.  I  met  Mr.  Dean  through  Mi:  Chapiii  and 
^Ir.  Strachan.  Over  a  period  of  months.  ^.Ir.  Dean  acted  as  my  lawyer, 
and  I  conHded  in  him  in  this  cajjacity.  At  Mr.  Dean's  request.  I  made 
a  tape  recording  e.xplaining  my  activities  in  1071  and  1072.  and  gave  it 
to  him.  I  also  prepared  a  wi'itten  .statement  and  gave  it,  along  with 
many  docuir.ents.  to  an  attorney  in  Dos  .Vngeles,  Calif.,  who  was  sug- 
gested as  counsel  by  Mr.  Dean.  It  is  my  undeistanding  that  this  attor- 
ney .sent  to  iMr.  Dean  copies  of  the  material  left  with  him.  and  that 
Mv.  Dean  stibsec^uently  turned  o\'er  said  nuiterial,  wiiich  weic  obxiously 
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iuteiulcd  to  !jc  confidential  iind  [rnvt  of  tlie  attorney-client  privilege, 
to  this  connnitcoe.  Although  I  feel  that  Mr.  Dean  hctrayed  my  con- 
fidence. I  do  wish  to  state  tliat  at  tu)  time  did  he  tell  me  to  be  anything 
but  honest  and  truthful  with  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
and  the  U.S.  attoiiieys  office. 

This  general  statement  was  i»rei)ared  witii  the  advice  and  assist- 
ance of  my  present  counsel,  Victor  Sherman  of  Los  Angeles.  Calif., 
and  was  not  intended  by  us  to  bo  a  coi!ipletc  statement  of  all  my  activ- 
ities during  the  months  in  question.  I  am  sure  that  this  committee  is 
now  aware  that  my  activities  have  been  blown  out  of  all  proportion  by 
the  news  jnedia.  1  accept  the  fact  that  most  of  my  present  problems 
are  the  direct  result  of  my  own  conduct.  However.  I  cannot  help  but 
feel  that  I  have  been  abused  by  rumor,  character  assassination,  in- 
nuendo, and  a  complete  disregai-d  for  the  privacy  of  myself,  my 
friends,  and  my  family.  I  have  literally  had  to  avoid  the  onslaught 
of  the  media  during  the  past  year,  and  their  attempts  to  get  a  story 
at  all  costs.  I  understand  that  under  various  guises,  some  of  the  news 
media  illegally  obtained  my  telephone,  bank  account,  and  credit  card 
records,  and  generally  conducted  their  investigations  without  anv  con- 
cern  for  my  rights.  Xevertheless,  this  in  no  way  lessens  my  sincere 
belief  that  my  activities  were  wrong  and  have  no  place  in  the  Ameri- 
can political  system.  To  the  extent  my  activities  nave  harmed  other 
persons  and  the  political  process,  I  have  the  deepest  regrets.  I  am  now 
ready  to  answer  the  questions  of  tiiis  committee. 

]Mr.  D.\SH.  Mr.  Segrctti,  your  statement  has  been  quite  full.  Yon 
have  already  indicated  how  you  fii-st.  came  to  know  Mr.  D wight  Chapin 
and  Mr.  Gordon  Strachan.  As  you  have  indicated  in  your  st-atement, 
you  knew  them  as  college  classmates  at  the  Universit3-  of  Southern 
California. 

ilr.  SEcrj^TTi.  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow.  at  the  time  Mr.  Strachan  and  Mr.  Ohapin  were  in 
touch  with  you  while  you  were  in  the  Amiy  in  1971,  and  also  during 
the  period  of  July  1971  to  June  1972,  do  you  know  what  Mr.  Chapin, 
Mr.  Dwight  Chajjiu's  position  was^ 

Mr.  SKcrvETTi.  He  was  employed  at  the  "\Vliite  House  and  I  believe 
his  position  at  that  time  was  Presidential  appointments  sccretaiy. 

ilr.  Dash.  And  do  you  know  what  Mv.  Sti-achan*s,  Mr.  Gordon 
Strachan's  jx>sition  was? 

Mr.  SEGR?:rri.  All  I  knew  at  that  time  was  that  he  was  employed  at 
the  White  House. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  come  to  know  that  he  was  an  assistant  to  ilr. 
Haldeman  ? 

ilr.  Segretti.  I  did,  but  that  w  as  much  later  into  1972. 

Mi\  Dash.  Now,  after  the  series  of  contents  you  have  included  in 
your  statement,  you  did  in  fact  come  to  Washingtoii  on  June  23,  1971. 
to  meet  with  Mr.  Strachan  and  Mr.  Chapin  i 

Mr.  Secreiti.  Mr.  Dash,  I  am  not  quite  certain  of  the  exact  date  on 
that,  but  it  is  approxinuiteh-  that  period  of  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  where  you  met  Mr.  Chapin? 

Mr.  SEOREm.  I  had  dinner  with  Mr.  Chapin  and  Mr.  Stnxchan 
at  Mr.  Strachan's  residence. 

^[r.  Dash.  And  it  was  at  that  time  that  ^fr.  Chapin  began  to  dis- 
cuss with  you  the  jol)  opportunities  that  he  had  been  talking  to  you 
about  on  the  telephone? 
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I  called  him  up  and  I  asked  him  if  he  know  of  anybfxly  that  might 
want  to  get  involved  in  political  activity.  He  gave  me  the  name  of  an 
individual,  and  I  called  him  up  and  he  said  he  was  not  interested.  Tiiat 
was  the  extent  of  it. 

Senator  Ixoui"e.  Did  you  describe  to  the  distiict  attorney  the  scope 
of  your  political  activity? 

Mr.  Seoretti.  Xo  ;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Inouye.  Before  the  election  day,  besides  ^^Ir.  Chapin.  Mr. 
Strachan,  and  Mr.  Porter,  were  there  others  in  the  "Wliite  House  who 
were  aware  of  your  sabotage  activities? 

Mr.  Segretti.  Senator,  I  did  not  know  ]\Ir.  Porter.  I  have  never  met 
Mr.  Porter.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  before  all  this  publicity,  I  did  not  even 
know  the  name  of  Mr.  Porter. 

Senator  Inouye.  Besides  Mr.  Chapin,  ^Ir.  Strachan,  and  ilr.  Dean, 
were  there  others  who  were  aware  of  them  ? 

Mr.  Segretti.  If  there  were,  I  have  no  knowledge  of  that. 

Senator  Ixouye.  Besides  Mr.  Kalmbach,  ilr.  Hunt,  and  Mr.  Liddy, 
were  there  others  in  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President  who 
were  aware  of  your  special  activities? 

Mr.  Segretti.  I  don't  know  whether  ]Mr.  Kalmbach  was  at  any 
time.  So  far  as  Mr.  Hunt,  his  knowledge  of  what  I  was  doing  was  ex- 
tremely limited.  Mr.  Liddy's  knowledge  of  what  I  was  doing  or  Mr. 
Leonard,  if  that  is  Mr.  Liddy — and  I  assume  at  this  time  that  it  was — 
^was  also  extremely  limited. 

Senator  IxotnrE.  In  mid-November  of  1972,  Mr.  Dean  is  supposed  to 
have  offered  you  a  job  in  Montego  Bay  for  about  $35,000. 

Mr.  Segretti.  Wliat  was  that  date  again.  Senator? 

Senator  In'otjye.  ilid-Xovember  1972. 

Mr.  Segretti.  That  is  about  the  time  frame ;  yes.  sir. 

Senator  Inottye.  What  was  the  purpose  of  this? 

Mr.  Segretti.  The  purpose  of  him  offering  me  a  job  ? 

Senator  Inouye.  Was  this  to  get  you  out  of  town  ? 

Mr.  Segretti.  It  could  have  been.  It  was  not  communicated  to  me  as 
^^uch,  but  that  could  very  well  have  been  the  reason. 

Senator  Inouye.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  Alex  Shipley? 

Mr.  Segretti.  Yes,  I  do. 

Senator  Inouye.  Mr.  Shipley  has  indicated  that  j'ou  said  the  fol- 
lowing: "Nixon  knows  that  something  is  being  done.  It  is  a  typical  ■. 
deal.  Don't  tell  me  anything  and  I  won't  talk." 

What  did  you  mean  by  this,  sir? 

Mr.  Segretti.  I  am  not  really  sure.  Senator.  For  one  thing,  that  state- 
ment is  attributed  to  me  and  it  occurred  2  years  ago,  practically.  ^Ir. 
Shipley  at  that  time  when  I— I  knew  him  in  the  military  service.  At 
the  time  I  contacted  him,  he  apparently,  as  soon  as  I  contacted  him. 
contacted  a  friend  of  his  who  was  on  the  Democratic  staff  committee  or 
something,  and  subsequently  contacted  the  Washington  Post  to  tell 
them  that  somebody  had  contacted  Mr.  Shipley.  So  it  is  really  hard  for 
me  to  really  say  what  I  meant  by  that,  for  the  reason  that  I  don't 
really  recall  saying  that. 

Senator  IxotrrE.  Weren't  you  trying  to  recruit  Mr.  Shipley? 

Mr.  Se(;rf.ttt.  Yes,  I  was,  but  I  had  no  knowledge  whether  ilr. 
Nixon  or  President  Nixon  knew  anything  that  I  did. 
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Senator  Weicker.  I  see.  I  have  no  further  questions. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  want  to  extend  the  hearing  but  I 
think  I  want  to  make  sure  our  record  is  clear.  I  tlxink,  as  our  record 
from  a  prior  phase  of  tliis  hearing  already  shows,  tliat  the  only  rea- 
son the  FBI  gave,  and  the  U.S.  attorney  gave,  for  not  pursuing  this 
particular  matter  is  there  was  a  belief  tliat  diity  tricks  did  not  involve 
^^riminal  behavior. 

Mr.  Segretti,  you  now  have  pleaded  guilty,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Segretti.  That  is  right. 

ilr.  Dash.  In  the  U.S.  district  court.  To  what  have  you  pleaded 
guilty? 

Mr.  Segretti.  To  three  counts  of  18  U.S.C.  612,  which  is  distributing 
or  causing  to  be  published  unauthorized  campaign  literature,  in  other 
_jvords,  not  properly  attributed  to  the  source. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  if,  in  fact,  Mr.  Silbert  had  pursued  all  of  the  ques- 
tions he  could  have  pursued  concerning  your  activities,  your  testimony 
before  this  committee  is  you  would  have  told  him  everything  that  you 
have  done.  You  would  not  have  withheld  anything  from  Mr.  Silbert  ? 

Mr.  Segretti.  "Well,  I  do  not  know  how  I  would  have  acted — reacted 
to  that.  I  may  have  taken  the  fifth  amendment  at  some  point.  I  just  do 
"not  know. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  you  did  not  have  that  opportunity  because  Mr.  Sil- 
bert did  not  pursue  all  these  questions  with  you;  did  he? 

Mr.  Segretti.  No,  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  have  no  further  questions. 

Senator  Ervix.  1  understood  you  to  say  you  told  Mr.  Silbert  you 
had  engaged  in  certain  activities  for  which  you  had  been  paid  by 
Mr.  Kalmbach,  and  you  outlined  in  a  general  way  what  the  nature  of 
those  activities  were. 

Mr.  Segretti.  Very  general.  Senator. 

Senator  Ervin.  Yes.  And  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  him  from 
asking  you  any  further  questions  if  he  had  had  any  desire  to  learn  any 
mofe? 

Mr.  Segretti.  No.  I  believe  that  is  correct.  The  door  may  have  opened 
at  that  point.  * 

Senator  Ervin.  Any  further  questions? 

Mr.  Segretti,  I  want  to  thank  you  on  behalf  of  the  committee  for 
the  cooperation  that  you  have  given  us— the  full  cooperation.  You 
have  answered  all  our  questions  freely,  including  those  where  you  re- 
lied on  the  attorney-client  privilege  that  existed  between  you  and  John 
Dean,  and  it  has  been  very  helpful  to  the  committee.  You  apparently 
made  a  frank  disclosure  of  things,  and  you  have  not  tried,  so  far  as  I 
can  tell,  to  evade  answering  any  question  you  thought  we  were  entitled 
to  have  answered. 

Mr.  Segretti.  Thank  you,  Senator.  I  would  like  to  say  it  certainly 
has  not  been  easy  for  me  or  anybody  in  my  position  to  make  some  of 
these  disclosures  because,  certainly,  I  regret  sincerely  many  of  the  acts 
I  was  engaged  in.  However.  I  do  feel  it  was  necessary,  and  hopefully 
this  will,  to  some  extent,  in  tlie  future  prevent  other  individuals  from 
getting  in  the  posture  that  I  am  today. 

I  do  feel  a  benefit  from  tliese  hearings,  at  least  in  this  area,  will  more 
or  less  cleanse  the  system  for  some  time  to  come.  Thank  you. 
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He  told  me  a  number  of  things,  and  I  have  tried  to  make  a  list  of 
them  here  and  I  will  give  them  to  you.  He  told  me  about  the  general 
facts  of  the  surveillance  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  head- 
quarters, the  fact  that  the  Howard  fFohnson  ilotel  had  been  employed 
as  a  listening  jiost,  the  fact  that  a  hotel  room  in  the  y\''atergate  Hotel 
had  been  found  which  had  some  of  tlie  burglars'  possessions  in  it.  The 
fact  that  the_v  used  fictitious  names  and  papers,  and  that  they  had 
large  quantities  of  money  in  $100  bills.  He  told  me  about  the  fact  that 
Hunt  had  a  safe  still  at  the  ■\^^ute  House,  and  then  I  testified  previ- 
ously to  the  meetings,  the  meeting  which  we  held  Monday  afternoon 
to  trj-  to  determine  tlie  facts  with  regard  to  Hunt's  employment  at  the 
White  House,  and  that  was  as  a  result  of  a  report  from  Mr.  Dean. 

Seiuitoi-  ]SIoxTOYA.  Well,  did  you  feel,  ]Mr.  Ehrlichman — I  do  not 
want  to  go  into  all  the  details — did  you  feel  ^Ir.  Dean  was  telling  you 
almost  ever^'thing  he  was  uncovering  on  a  day-by-day  basis? 

Mr.  Ehklichman.  That  was  certainly  my  assumption.  Senator,  yes. 

Senator  SIontota.  Did  this  continue  after  the  first  2  weeks? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No,  sir;  before  very  long  I  left  the  city,  I  believe 
it  was  the  26th — well,  I  will  have  to  check  that.  Well,  of  course  the 
Sith  and  25th  I  was  away.  The  President  went  to  Harrisburg  to  see  the 
results  of  the  Agnes  flood  and  we  were  gone  those  2  days,  and  then 
the  29th  I  left  for  a  trip  to  Springfield,  111.,  Lansing,  Mich.,  northern 
California,  and  finally  ended  up  at  San  Clemente. 

""  Senator  Mo.ntoya.  I  think  we  can  save  some  time,  Mr.  Ehrlichman ; 
I  just  want  to  go  through  with  you,  the  communications  that  you 
had  with  Mr.  Dean  with  respect  to  Watergate  over  the  long  span  up 
until  April  15,  1973. 

Mr.  EHKi.iCHJtAN.  All  right,  sir.  I  think- 
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Senator  Moxtoya.  I  mean  in  a  general  way. 

Mr.  Enr.LiciiMAX.  I  have  that  in  summary  form  and  perhaps  I  can 
give  that  to  you  rather  quickly.  In  the  month  of  June  I  saw  him  nine 
times,  and  eight  of  those  times  related  to  Watergate. 

Senator  MoNTOi'A.  All  riglit. 

Mr.  EiiRLicHMAX.  In  the  month  of  July,  I  saw  him  three  times  and 
only  two  times  related  to  Watergate.  In  the  month  of  August,  four 
times  of  which  two — no,  pardon  me,  none  related  to  Watergate.  Sep- 
tember, three  times,  and  I  am  not  able  to  tell  you  as  to  what.  One  of 
those  meetings  was  witli  regard  to  the  foreign  grain  sales  and  I  don't 
know  what  the  other  two  were.  October,  I  saw  him  twice ;  once  was  the 
Common  Cause  lawsuit  and  I  don't  know  what  the  other  one  was. 
November,  I  saw  him  four  times;  one  was  with  regard  to  the  Water- 
gate, two  with  regard  to  Segretti  which  I  guess  you  lump  into  that 
general  subject.  December,  five  times,  twice  on  the  subject  of  Water- 
gate. 

January,  seven  times  of  which  Watergate  could  be  considered  to 
have  been  the  subject  of  three  of  those  meetings.  February,  five  times, 
three  of  which,  including  La  Costa,  were  on  the  subject  of  Watergate. 
March,  three  times,  and  one  of  those  times  was  with  regard  to  the 
Hunt  blackmail;  well,  actually  two  of  tiiose  were,  and  the  other  one 
the  question  of  testimonial  appearance. 

Senator  iVIoxTOTA.  Was  that  in  March  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 
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the  whole  picture,  be  set  down  on  paper  and  released,  and  I  have  gone 
through  my  notes  of  meetings  at  which  this  subject  was  discussed,  and 
can  say  that  on  at  least  eight  occasions  the  President  made  that 
request. 

Senator  iNotrrE.  Did  the  President  ever  receive  satisfaction? 

Mr.  EHRLiCHarAN.  No,  sir,  and,  I  think,  one  of  those  occasions  was 
just  prior  to  his  sending  John  Dean  to  Camp  David  and  set  all  this 
down  in  March  of  this  year,  but  he  asked  Clark  ilacGregor  to  do  this 
back  in  September,  he  asked  for  a  statement  on  a  narrow  part  of 
this,  on  Segretti,  in  November.  In  November  later  in  the  month, 
around  Thanksgiving  time  he  asked  that,  in  response  to  a  letter  that 
he  had  received  from  a  friend  about  this  expressing  real  concern  about 
it  he  said  that,  he  wanted  this  cleaned  up  before  the  Congress  came 
back,  that  a  complete  definitive  statement  go  out.  He  did  the  same 
thing  again  on  December  8  where  he  ins'tructed  John  Dean  to  do  a 
Watergate  summary.  He  did  the  same  thing  on  December  11  and  said 
he  wanted  that  statement  by  Christmas.  Again  he  did  it  prior  to  our 
meeting  in  La  Costa  on  February  10  and  one  of  the  major  purposes 
of  that  meeting  was  to  impress  upon  Mr.  Dean  the  urgency  for  such 
a  statement.  He  did  it  again  in  my  presence  in  a  conference  with 
George  Bush  on  March  20,  and  again  on  March  22  in  this  meeting 
that  Mr.  Mitchell,  Dean,  Haldeman,  and  I  had  with  the  President 
;where  he  said  that  he  wanted  John  Dean  to  complete  such  a  state- 
ment by  that  weekend. 

Senator  Ixouye.  Were  you  aware,  when  did  you  become  aware  of 
the  President's  request  to  Mr.  MacGregor? 

Mr.  Ehrlichm.^n.  On  September  13. 

Senator  Ixoute.  Didn't  you  know  at  that  time  Mr.  MacGregor 
hadn't  any  information  to  give  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Well,  the  information  had  been  given  in  Mr. 
MacGregor's  presence  and  in  the  President's  presence  by  the  Attorney 
General,  Mr.  Kleindienst  on  the  previous  day,  at  which  time  Mr.  Klein- 
dienst  assured  the  Cabinet  and  Mr.  MacGregor  and  others  assembled 
that  in  point  of  fact  no  one  in  the  White  House  was  involved,  that 
the  investigation  had  been  extremely  ■vigorous  by  the  Department  of 
Justice,  that  the  seven  persons  responsible  had,  in  fact,  been  indicted, 
and  he  gave  a  total  endorsement  to  the  method  of  investigation,  and 
the  results  of  that  investigation. 

The  President  felt  that  there  were  ample  facts  available  at  that 
point  for  Mr.  MacGregor  to  do  a  definitive  statement. 

Senator  Inoute.  How  do  you  respond  to  Mr.  MacGregor's  state- 
ment that  he  was  "lied  to"  by  you. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Well,  I  think  that  what  Mr.  MacGregor  has 
done,  I  saw  that  in  the  press  over  the  weekend,  Mr.  MacGregor  has 
said,  "Yes,  they  asked  me  to  make  a  statement  back  in  July,  August, 
and  September  but  I  should  have  known  about  the  CIA  and  I  should 
have  known  about  the  special  unit,  and  I  should  have  known  about 
other  things  that  were  happening  in  the  Wliite  House."  It  seems  to 
me  that,  if  I  may  say  so,  that  is  an  irrelevancy.  In  point  of  fact,  back 
in  the  convention  and  immediatel}'  after  the  convention  days,  and  fol- 
lowing up  on  the  Attorney  General's  complete  report  on  September 
12  to  the  President,  Mr.  MacGregor  and  othei-s,  that  Mr.  MacGregor 
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P  i  L  E  D 


The  Grand  Jury  charges:  ;  \>  'p'l   '.0'.' 

From  on  or  about  December  1,  1971,  throu^^h 
March  l4,  1972,  in  Pinellas  County,  Florida,  Hillsborough 
County,  Florida,  and  elsev;here  in  the  Kiddle  District 
of  Florida, 

DONALD  K.  SEGRETTI, 
the  defendant,  together  with  Robert  I-ielton  Benz,  and 
George  A.  Hearing,  named  herein  as  co-conspirators  but  . 
not  as  defendants,  and  others  presently  unknov.Ti  to  the 
Grand  Jury,  did  .wilfully  and  knov;ingly  conspire,  combine, 
confederate  and  agree  together  and  with  each  other  to 
commit  offenses  against  the  United  States,  that  is,  to 
vjilful*Ly  cause  to  be  published  and  distributed  letters, 
cards  and  posters  which  did  not  contain  the  names  of 
the  persons,  associations,  committees  or  corporations 
responsible  for  the  publication  or  distribution  of  the 
same,  and  relating  to  and  concerning  persons  who  had 
publicly  declared  their  intentions  to.  seek:  the  office 
of  President  of  the  United  States  in  a  primary  election 
and  convention  of  a  political  party  and  '.-.'ho  caused  and 
permitted  their  intentions  to  do  so  to  be  nublicl.v 
declared;  and  in  furtherance  of  said  conspiracy  =nd  in 
order  to  effect  the  objects  thereof,  the  conspirators 
committed  the  followini^  over-  acts: 
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1.  On  or  about  D3cember  1,  1971  j  2.t  the 
Causeway  Inn  in  Hillcboroush  County,  Florida,  Donald  H. 
Segretti  and  Robert  Melton  Benz  had  a  conversation,  at 
which  time  they  discussed  the  disruption  oi"  the  campaigns 
of  Senators  Henry  Jackson  and  Edmund  Muskie. 

2.  On  or  about  December  1,  I97I3  Donald  H. 
Segretti  paid  to  Robert  Melton  Benz  $50-00  for  the 
work  to  be  done  in  the  disruption  of  the  sa.id  campaigns. 

3.  On  or  about  February  12,  1972,  Robert 
Melton  Benz  attended  a  political  rally  for  Governor 
George  Wallace  in  Pinellas  County,  Florida,  and 
distributed  cards  v;hich  stated  "if  you  like  Hitler, 
you'll  love  Vfallace  ...  Vote  for  Muskie." 

k.      On  or  about  February  20,  1972,  Donald  H. 
Segretti  mailed  a  letter  and  a  supply  of  Citizens  for 
Muskie  stationery  and  envelopes  to  Robert  Melton  Benz 
in  Hillsborough  County,  Florida. 

5.  On  or  about  February  25,  1972,  Donald  H. 
Segretti  caused  a  letter  which  was  printed  upon  Citizens 
for  Muskie  stationery  to  be  distributed  in  the  Middle 
District  of  Florida,  and  elsev;here.   The  letter  alleged 
that  certain  office  equipment  eind  personnel  from 
Congressmeui  Gibbons'  office  were  being  utilized  at  the 
Muskie  headquarters  in  Tampa,  Florida. 

6.  On  or  about  February  25,  1972,  Robert 
Melton  Benz  gave  to  George  A.  Hearing  the  Citizens  for 
Muskie  stationery  and  a.   proposed  letter  for  the  purpose 
of  having  the  proposed  letter  printed  on  the  said 
stationery. 


-2- 


(401) 


21.4     UNITED  STATES  V.    SEGRETTI  INDICTMENT^,    SEPTEMBER  27,    1973,    1-4 

r .       0^\   or  about  March  1,  VyP- ,    potltor^  v/hich 
stated  "ilc-'lp  M'.icliio  Siipnoi't  Buijin^  Our  'Jriilclrf^n  IJov;" 
v/orc  I'ccoivcd  in  the  mail  at  To.rp.paj  Florida,  by  Robert 
Melton  Bens. 

8.  From  on  or  about  March  1,  1972,  thrc';.-2;h 
March  1^,  1972,  George  A.  Hearing  and  Robert  Melton 
Benz  distributed  said  posters  in  the  Middle  District 
of  Florida. 

9,  On  or  about  March  11,  1972,  George  A. 
Hearing  distributed  through  the  mails  to  various 
persons  within  the  Middle  District  of  Florida  and 
elsevfhere  a  letter  printed  upon  Citizens  for  Kuskie 
stationery  v/hich  pertained  to  Senators  Henry  M.  Jackson 
and  Hubert  H.  Humphrey. 

All  in  violation  of  Title  l3.  United  States 
Code,  Sections  6l2  and  371. 

COUNT  T'.;0 
On  or  about  February  12,  1972, ^n  Pinellas 
County,  Florida,  in  the  Middle  District  of  Florida, 

DONALD  H.  SEGRETTI 
did  vfillfully  cause  to  be  published  and  distributed  a 
card  relating  to  Senator  Edimond  S.  Muskie  and  Governor 
George  Vfallace,  v;ho  had  publicly  declared  their 
intentions  to  seek  the  office  of  President  of  the 
United  States  in  a  primary  election  or  convention  of  a 
political  party,  and  said  card  did  not  contain  the 
names  of  the  persons,  associations,  committees  or 
corporations  responsible  for  the  publication  or  dis- 
tribution of  the  same;  all  in  violation  of  Title  iS, 
United  States  Code,  Sections  6l2  and  2. 
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COUriT  TKRHE 
On  or  about  February  2^,  1972,  In  HillGborough 
County,  Florida,  In  tho  Middle  District  of  Florida, 

DONALD  K.  SEORETTJ 
did  wilfully  cause  to  be  published  and  distributed  a 
letter  relating  to  Senator  E'i-und  S.  Muskie,  v.'ho  had 
publicly  declared  his  intention  to  seek  the  office  of 
President  of  the  United  States  in  a  primary  election 
or  convention  of  a  political  party,  and  said  letter 
did  not  contain  the  names  of  the  persons,  associations, 
cominittees  or  corporations  responsible  for  the  publi- 
cation or  distribution  of  the  same;  all  in  vlolaticn 
of  Title  l8.  United  States  Code,  Sections  6l2  and  2. 

COUNT  FOUR 

p 
On  or  about  March  11,  1972, _in  Hillsborough 

County,  Florida,  in  the  Middle  District  of  Florida,,' 

DONALD  H.  SEGRETTI 

did  wilfully  cause  to  be  published  and  distributed  a 

letter  relating  to  Senators  Henry  M.  Jackson  and 

C 
Hubert  H.  Humphrey,  who  had  publicly  declared  their 

intentions  to  seek  the  office  of  President  of  the  United 
States  in  a  primary  election  or  convention  of  a  political 
party,  and  said  letter  did  not  contain  the  names  of  the 
persons,  associations,  committees  or  corporations 
responsible  for  the  publication  or  distribution  of  the 
same;  all  in  violation  of  Title  l8.  United  States  Code, 
. Sections  6l2  and  2. 

A  TRUE  3J-LL   '        ^  ^ 

'  '        '---J'  ■''■  / 


^ 


^^._  FOREMAN' 

United  States ,^/t^tornoy 
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32.     In  November  1972  Howard  Hunt  telephoned  Charles  Colson.   Colson 

recorded  the  conversation.  Hunt  discussed  with  Colson  the  need  to  make 

additional  payments  for  the  defendants  In  United  States  v.  Llddy. 

Hunt  said: 

[T]hls  Is  a  long  haul  thing  and  the  stakes  are 
very,  very  high  and  I  thought  that  you  would  want  to 
know  that  this  thing  must  not  break  apart  for  foolish 
reasons  .... 

We're  protecting  the  guys  who  are  really  respon- 
sible .  .  .  but  at  the  same  time,  this  Is  a  two  way 
street  and  as  I  said  before,  we  think  that  now  Is  the 
time  when  a  move  should  be  made  and  surely  the  cheapest 
commodity  available  Is  money. 

Colson  gave  a  tape  recording  of  the  conversation  to  John  Dean.   Dean 

has  testified  that  on  or  about  November  15,  1972  he  met  with  John 

Ehrllchman  and  H.  R.  Haldeman  at  Camp  David,  Maryland  and  played  the 

recording  for  them.   Ehrllchman  has  testified  that  he  does  not  recall 

ever  hearing  the  recording.   Dean  also  has  testified  that  Immediately 

after  the  meeting  at  Camp  David,  he  met  with  John  Mitchell  regarding 

the  defendants'  money  demands  and  played  the  recording  for  him. 
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Exhibit  Xo.  152 

Conversation  with  Howard  Hunt,  late  November.  1972 

H.     ...  Hi, 

C.     How  we  doinir? 

n.     Oh,  about  a>  well  a.s  fouUi  lie  expected.  How  ar'->  j-oii? 

(I.     .lust  about  the  saii'.e.  Tr.viir.;-  to  hold  the  piece.s  together. 

H.     Conjjratulatiotis  on  your  victory. 

C.  Thank  you.  I'm  -orry  that  we  haven't  l)een  celebrating  it  together  with  some 
good  champagne  and  some  good  Scotch,  but  .  .  . 

H.     There  may  yet  come  a  time. 

C.  There  may.  I  assure  you.  Before  you  say  anything,  let  me  say  a  couple  things. 
One,  I  don't  know  what  is  going  on  here,  other  than,  I  am  told  that  everybody 
is  going  to  come  out  alright.  That's  all  I  know.  I've  deliberately  not  asked 
any  .specific  que.-tions,  tor  this  reason.  That  I  have  my  own  ideas  almut  how- 
things  will  turn  out  and  I'm  not  worried  about  them  and  you  slijouldn't  be, 
but  I've  always  thought  that  if  it  came  to  an  open  trial,  that  I  would  want 
to  be  free  to  come  into  it  and  eliaraeter  and  te.stimony  and  etc.  etc.  This  way, 
the.less  details  I  know  of  what's  going  on  in  some  ways  the  better. 

H.     I  appreciate  that. 

C.  If  you  follow.  So,  I  have  tried  to  stay  out  of  a.sking  .specific  questions  and  it's 
very  hard  for  me  to  do  that  for  the  rea.'^n  that  you're  an  old  and  dear  friend 
and  I'm  sure  j  ^u  regredt  [sic]  the  day  I  ever  recommended  you  to  the  White 
"House. 

H.     Not  in  the  least,  Chuck,  I'm  just  sorry  that  it  turned  out  the  way  it  did. 

C.  Well,  I  am  too,  obviously  and  I  hope  to  hell  you  had  nothing  to  do  with  it 
and  I've  clung  to  that  belief  and  have  told  people  that  and  if  you  did  have 
anything  to  do  with  it,  I'm  goddamn  sure  it's  because  you  were  doing  what 
you  ^vere  told  to  do. 

H.     That's  exactly  right  .  .  . 

C.     Becau.se  you're  a  loyal  soldier  obviou.sly  and  always  have  been  .  .  . 

H.     Would  you  be  willing  to  receive  a  memorandum  from  me? 

0.     Yea  .  .  .  the  only  .  .  . 

H.     Because  I  think  it  might  help  you. 

C.     Except  there  are  things  you  may  not  want  to  tell  me. 

H.  No,  there's  really  nothing  I  don't  want  to  tell  you.  I  would  think  that  you 
could  receive  this  memorandum,  read  it  and  destroy  it. 

C.     Nope. 

H.     You  couldn't  do  that? 

C.  Nope.  The  reason  I  can't  is  the  s-ame  rea.son  your  letter  to  me,  when  I  got 
that  and  then  I  was  asked  by  Federal  authorities,  did  .  .  .  had  I  had  any 
communication  and  I  said  yea  I've  received  this  letter  and  here  it  is.  I  can't 
and  you  can't  get  in  the  position  where  you're  purguring  [sic]. 

H.     No,  of  course  not.  And  I'm  afraid  .John  Mitchell  has  already  done. 

C.  The  problem  is,  you  see,  I  don't  want  to  get  into  the  position  of  knowing 
something  that  I  don't  now  know  for  the  reason  that  I  want  to  be  perfectly 
free  to  help  you  and  the  only  way  I  can  help  you  is  to  remain  as  completely 
unknowing  as  I  am.  See,  my  problem  ...  let  me  tell  you  the  problem.  Is 
that  ...  I  could  do  you  a  lot  more  good  by  not  .  .  .  l)y  hone.stl.v  being  able 
to  testify  that  I  don't  know,  I  just  don't  know  the  answer  and  I  don't.  And 
right  now  I  don't  know  anytliing  about  the  gofldamn  Watergate.  Now,  suji- 
posing  Te<ldy  Kennedy  holds  his  hearings  and  I  get  called  up  there.  Well,  f 
can't  refuse  to  answer  and  I  wouldn't.  I'd  answer  I  just  don't  know.  I  liave 
no  idea  what  happened  and  I  don't. 

H.     Of  course  I'm  never  going  to  be  put  on  the  stand,  as  it  stands  now. 

C.     That's  right. 

H.     And  so  I  won't  have  the  opportunity  to  say  one  thing  or  another. 

C.     You  don't  want  to. 

H.  You  wouldn't  be  willing  to  talk  to  my  attorney?  Wouldn't  that  be  a  differ- 
ent affair? 
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C.  Uh,  I  don't  know,  Howard.  I  don't  know  wlietlier  it  is  or  it  isn't.  He  would 
know  best. 

H.     That  was  a  .suggestion  of  his. 

C.  Well,  hell.  I'll  talk  to  him.  That's  not  a  problem.  I'll  be  glad  to  talk  to  him. 
I'm  siure  tliat  you're  being  watched. 

II.     Oil.  I  am  too. 

C.  And  not  by  federal  authorities.  I'm  sure  the  Washington  Post  is  watching 
you. 

H.  Oh,  yea.  Well,  the  reason  I  called  you  was  to  make  ...  to  get  back  to  the 
beginning  here  is  because  of  commitments  that  were  made  to  all  of  us  at  the 
onset,  have  not  been  kept,  and  there's  a  great  deal  of  unease  and  concern  on 
the  part  of  7  defendants  [sic]  and,  I'm  quite  sure,  me  least  of  all.  But  there's 
a  great  deal  of  financial  expen.se  that  has  not  been  covered  and  what  we've 
been  getting  has  been  coming  in  very  minor  gibs  and  drabs  and  Parkison, 
who's  been  the  go  between  with  my  attorney,  doesn't  seem  to  be  very  effective 
and  we're  now  reaching  a  point  of  which.  .  .  . 

C.     Okay,  don't  tell  me  any  more.  Because  I  understand  and  .  .  .  .  • 

H.  These  people  have  really  got  to  .  .  .  this  is  a  long  haul  thing  and  the  stakes 
are  very  very  high  and  I  thought  that  you  would  want  to  know  that  this  thing 
must  not  break  apart  for  foolish  reasons.  Oh,  no  . . . 

C.     Oh,  no,  everybody  ... 

H.  While  we  get  third,  fourth  hand  reassurances,  still  the  ready  is  not  avail- 
albe  [sic].  That's  the  basic  problem. 

C.  I  follow  you.  Okay,  you  told  me  all  I  need  to  know  and  I  can  .  .  .  the  less  I 
know  really  of  .  .  .  what  happened,  the  more  more  help  I  can  be  to  you. 

H.  Alright,  now  we've  set  a  deadline  now  for  close  of  business  on  the  2.5th  of 
November  for  the  resolution  on  the  liquidation  of  everything  that's  out- 
standing. And  this  .  .  .  they're  now  talking  about  promises  from  July  and 
August.  It  just  has  been  an  apparent  unconcern.  Of  course  we  can  understand 
some  hesitancy  prior  to  the  election,  but  there  doesn't  seem  to  be  any  of  that 
now.  Of  course  we're  well  aware  of  the  upcoming  problems  of  the  Senate 
and  .  .  . 

C.  That's  where  it  gets  hairy  as  hell.  See,  for  your  Information,  Howard,  ...  of 
course  this  thing  has  hurt  us  all  because  everybody  .  .  .  it's  just  unfortunate 
as  hell,  but  the  Democrats  made  such  an  issue  out  of  the  whole  .  .  . 

H.     Well,  on  the  other  band,  it  kept  Iheni  from  the  real  issues. 

C.  Well,  I  always  thought  when  I  write  my  memoirs  of  this  campaign,  that  Im 
[sic]  going  to  say  that  the  Watergate  was  brilliantly  conceived  as  an  escapade 
that  would  divert  the  Democrats'  attention  from  the  real  issues  and  therefore 
permit  us  to  win  a  landslide  that  we  probably  wouldn't  have  had  otherwise. 
Seriously  .  .  . 

H.     Whether  you  believed  it  or  not. 

C.     No,  listen,  I  think  there's  a  good  bit  of  validity  to  that. 

H.     I  do  too. 

C.     Dumb  bastards  were  on  an  issue  that  the  public  couldn't  care  less  about. 

H.  See,  I  haven't  known  at  any  time  what  sort  of  an  input  you  were  getting 
from  Dean  and  other  people  about  who  was  responsible.  .  .  . 

C.     Minimum. 

H.     ...  about  who  was  responsible  for  all  this. 

C.  Minimum  for  very  good  reasons  beaiuse  if  .somebody  told  me  ...  let  me  tell 
you  the  position  I'm  in.  Whether  I  stay  in  the  WTiite  House  for  a  while  or 
whether  I  leave,  doesn't  matter.  I  want  to  be  in  a  position  to  help  you. 
Okay,  that  means  I  have  to  openly  talk  to  people  and  no  matter  who  it  is, 
from  a  character  standpoint  or  anything  else,  be  able  to  say  things  about  you 
that  I  want  to  say.  Now,  I  can't  do  that  the  moment  I  know  something  that 
makes  it  impossible  for  me  to  talk  to  people  and  the  moment  that  I  know 
.something  that  makes  it  impo.ssible  for  me  to  talk  to  people,  then  I've  got  to 
be  kept  in  the  background  and  can't  talk  and  I  want  to  talk,  so  long  as  I 
can  help  you  and  I'm  going  to  see  that  you  don't  get  a  bad  break  out  of  this 
and  I'll  tell  you  sometime  about  that. 

H.  I  would  hope  that  somewhere  along  the  line  the  people  who  were  paralyzed 
initially  by  this  within  the  White  House  could  now  start  to  give  .some  creative 
thinking  to  the  affair  and  some  affirmative  action  for  Christ  sake. 

C.     That's  true. 
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H.  I  think  now  is  tlie  time  for  it  and  we  ex^peot  it  now  and  we  want  it  and  tlie 
election  is  out  of  tlie  way,  tlie  initial  terror  of  the  number  of  people  has 
subsided.  Some  people  have  already  left  the  Administration  and  that's  all  to 
the  Rood.  So,  now  it's  pared  down  to  tlie  point  where  a  few  people  ought  to 
really  toe  able  to  concentrate  on  this  and  get  the  goddam  tiling  out  of  the 
ivay  once  and  for  -all  because  T  don't  want  to  bore  you  with  what  it's  been 
like,  but  it  hasn't  been  plea.sant  fur  any  of  us. 

C.  Jesus  Christ,  I  know  it.  I  hojie  you're  doing  some  writing  to  keep  yourself 
busy. 

H.  Oil,  I  am.  I  don't  know  if  anything  will  ever  come  of  it,  but  it's  a  good  .  .  . 
it  keeps  my  mind  from  my  plight,  let's  put  it  that  way.  So  that  I  was  never 
clear  in  my  own  mind,  and  I'm  still  not,  and  .  .  .  that  one  of  the  initial  out- 
puts that  I  had  read  about  was  that  while  this  is  done  by  a  bunch  of  wild 
Cassed  guys  and  so  forth  .  .  .  well,  that's  fine  for  we're  protecting  the  guys  who 
are  really  responsible,  but  now  that  that's  .  .  .  and  of  course  that's  a  con- 
tinuing requirement,  but  at  the  same  time,  this  is  a  two  way  street  and  as 
T  said  before,  we  think  that  now  is  the  time  when  a  move  should  be  made 
and  surely  the  cheapest  commodity  available  is  money.  These  lawyers  have 
not  been  paid,  there  are  large  sums  of  money  outstanding.  That's  the  prin- 
cipal thing.  Living  allowances  which  are  due  again  on  the  31st  of  this  month, 
we  want  that  stuff  well  in  hand  for  some  months  in  advance.  I  think  these 
are  all  reasonable  requests.  They're  all  promised  in  advance  and  reaSBrmed 
from  time  to  time  to  my  attorney  and  so  forth,  so  in  turn  I've  been  giving 
commitments  to  the  people  who  look  to  me  and.  .  .  . 

C.     I'm  reading  you.  You  don't  need  to  be  more  specific. 

H.     I  don't  want  to  belabor  it. 

C.  No,  it  isn't  a  question  of  that,  it's  just  that  the  less  speciis  [sic]  I  know,  the 
better  off  I  am  .  .  .  we  are,  you  are. 

H.  So,  Parki-son  is  out  of  town  until  next  Monday,  at  which  time  a  memorandum 
is  going  to  be  laid  on  him  and  he's  going  to  be  made  aware  .  .  . 

C.  I'll  toll  you  one  thing  I've  said  to  people,  and  I  just  want  you  to  know  this 
because  I  think  it's  important.  I've  told  people  the  truth  that  I've  known  you 
for  a  long  time,  that  I've  considered  you  a  personal  friend,  you're  a  person 
in  whom  I've  had  high  regard  and  high  confidence,  a  patriot,  real  patriot, 
and  that  had  you  ever  been  the  one  mastermineding  [sic]  this,  it  never  would 
have  fallen  apart,  that  the  reason  that  I  am  convinced,  and  I  told  this  to  the 
federal  authorities  on  the  grand  jury,  the  reason  that  I'm  convinced  that 
you  Howard  Hunt  never  had  a  goddamn  thing  to  do  with  this  or  if;  you  did, 
it  was  on  the  peripheries,  is  that  if  you  ever  did  it,  you  would  do  it  a  lot 
smarter  than  this  and  that  I've  know  [sic]  .... 

H.  Chuck,  if  I  had  had  my  say,  it  never  would  have  been  done  at  all.  Let  me 
put  it  that  way. 

C.     Say  no  more. 

H.    ...  the  position  of  another  fellow  too. 

C.     Sa.y  no  more. 

H.     ...  high  risk  ballgame. 

C.     Well  obviously  I  never  knew  about  .  .  . 

H.  That's  right  and  I've  always  maintained  to  my  attorney  who  of  course  has 
my  complete  confidence  in  this  matter,  that  you  absolutely  had  nothing  to 
do  with  it. 

C.  If  I  had  ever  known  it  was  coming  I  would  have  said  to  you  as  a  friend, 
if  some  asshole  wants  to  do  this,  fine,  but  don't  you  get  involved.  I  mean, 
if  you  and  I,  if  we've  ever  had  a  conversation  like  that,  I  would  have  said, 
ray  God,  .  .  .  but  the  point  I've  made  is  that  you're  a  smart  .  .  .  among 
many  other  qualities,  you  are  a  brilliant  operator  and  brilliant  operators 
just  don't  get  into  this  kind  of  a  thing,  so  I've  held  and  I  was  asked  .  .  . 
and  this  is  why  I  don't  want  to  know  any  different,  this  is  why  I  was  asked 
by  the  Bureau,  well,  what  about  Hunt?  And  I  could  honestly  say,  look,  I've 
known  this  guy  a  long  time,  he's  a  very  smart  fellow  and  I  can't  for  the  life 
of  me  conceive  that  he  would  ever  get  himself  into  this  kind  of  situation,  so 
I  want  to  be  able  to  stay  in  that  position.  That's  why  I  don't  want  you  to 
tell  me  anything  beyond  that.  Give  my  love  to  Dorothy,  will  you? 

H.     All  right  I  will. 

C.     I  know  it's  hard  on  you  and  the  kids  and  .... 

H.     It's  awful  tough.  My  daughter  up  at  Smith  is  really  getting  a  rough  time. 

C.     Is  she  really? 
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H.     Very,  very  hard  time. 

C.  Well,  you  know,  I'll  tell  you,  I  find  it's  only  the  rough  experiences  in  life 
and  you've  had  your  share  of  them,  god  knows,  tliat  really  harden  you  and 
make  sometliing  out  of  you,  and  you  learn  by  them  and  beeome  a  better  wan 
for  it  and  we'll  talk  alw)ut  that.  You'll  come  out  of  this  tine,  I'm  positive  of 
that. 

H.     Well,  I  want  all  of  us  to  come  out  of  it,  including  you. 

C.  My  po.sition,  I  suppose  has  been  hurt  in  one  sense,  that  I've  been  publicl.v  but 
obviously  people  around  here  know  I  didn't  have  anything  to  do  with  it, 
but  so  be  it.  We'll  all  come  out  of  it,  don't  worry  about  that.  That's  the  last 
thing  to  worry  about  and  I  understand  this  message  .  .  . 

H.  If;  you  can  do  anything  about  it  ...  I  would  think  the  sooner  they  can 
get  moving  on  it  the  better.  Good  to  talk  to  you.  I'll  discuss  with  Bittman 
whether  lie  still  feels  he  needs  to  talk  with  you. 

C.  Alright  and  as  soon  as  I  feel  that  the  situation,  the  future  of  the  thing 
Is  clear  enough  that  you  and  I  can  get  together,  we'll  damn  well  do  it, 
but  I  don't  want  to  do  it  pre-maturely  because  it  will  limit  my  ability  to 
help  you. 

H.  Chuck,  I  understand  that  completely.  L  [sic]  That's  why  I  never  tried  to  get 
in  touch  with  you. 

C.  Im  [sic]  in  a  better  iwsition  to  help  you  if  I  can  honestly  swear  nnder  [sic] 
oath,  which  I  can  do,  because  I  don't  know  a  goddamn  thing  about  it  and  I 
don't.  And  as  long  as  I'm  in  that  jwsition  then  I  can  say  what  kind  of  a  guy  I 
think  Howard  Huhnt  [sic]  is  and  why  I  think  this  is  a  bum  wrap. 

H.     Okay.  Is  your  family  alright? 

C.     Doing  fine. 

H.     Your  boy's  doing  well  in  school  I  understand. 

C.  Doing  great  and  he's  at  Princeton.  He's  taking  a  lot  of  heat,  just  like  your 
talking  about. 

H.     Oh,  he  must  have. 

C.     When  .  .  . 

H.  The  only  counsel  I  can  give  my  daughter  is  that  people  that  will  do  that 
sort  of  thing  are  the  kind  who  would  pull  the  wings  off  flys  and  they're 
not  really  the  sort  of  people  she  would  really  want  to  have  as  friends  or  even 
associates  in  any  case. 

C.  I  said  the  same  thing  to  my  son.  when  the  indictments  were  announced, 
he  said  everyhodv-at  Princeton  said.  "oh.  you're  old  man  heat  the  wrap"  .  .  . 
I.sn't  that  great?  Doesn't  that  make  you  feel  wonderful?  I  said  the  same 
thing  to  him  and  he's  gotten  so  he  doesn't  ...  he  figures  that  the  price 
you  pay  for  .serving  your  country  and  you  take  the  good  with  the  bad  so 
if;  you  believe  in  what  you're  doing,  that  has  to  be  the  lUtimate  consola- 
tion for  all  of  us. 

H.     It  does  indeed.  Are  you  going  to  be  able  to  take  some  time  off? 

C.  God.  I  hope  so,  howard  [sic].  I'm  planning  to  in  December  some  time.  If  I  can 
possibly  get  out  of  here.  Well,  you  take  care  of  yoTirself  and  don't  let  it 
get  .vou.  Don't  let  it  wear  down  that  great  spirit  and  we  got  the  President 
in  for  four  years  and  thank  God  for  the  country  we  do. 

H.     Exactly. 

C.  You  know,  when  you  go  to  sleep  at  night,  you  can  i)ut  up  with  a  lot  of  per- 
sonal grief  if  you  think  that  .  .  .  there  are  always  things  bigger  than  your- 
self. That's  reall.v  true.  The  moment  in  life  when  things  are  not  bigger  than 
yourself,  then  you're  all  washed  \ip.  Kven  I  know  that. 

H.  I  l<now.  T  spent  a  lifetime  serving  my  country  and  in  a  sense  I'm  still 
doing  it. 

O.     Damn  right.  Alright,  pal.  Ave'll  be  talking  to  vou. 

H.     Okay. 
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ilr.  Sachs.  That  I\[r.  Bittman  was  paid. 

Mr.  Dasti.  Yes,  or  that  'Mr.  Bittman  was  paid. 

Mr.  rTt-XT.  $156,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  submit  to  us  a  statement  of  the  details  that 
you  were  giving  us  u  moment  ago?  I  think  it  would  help  us  expedite 
the  questioning. 

Mr.  Sachs.  We  will  be  glad  to.* 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Now,  did  you  ever  call  Mr.  Colson  to  complain  about  the  problems 
of  the  payment  of  fees  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  when  you  made  that  call  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  On  November  24  last. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  do  you  have  a  copy  of  the  transcript  that  Mr. 
Colson  made  of  the  telephone  call  ? 

Mr.  Hu^'T.  I  do. 

Mr.  Dash.  During  that  call  what,  in  effect,  were  vou  telling  Mr. 
Colson,  why  did  you  make  (hat  call  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  made  the  call,  Mr.  Dash  because  m}'  wife  had  indicated 
to  me  because  she  had  been  placed  in  a  very  false  and  difficult  position 
vis-a-vis  the  Cubans  and  the  other  people  who  were  or  had  become 
her  "clients,"  she  was  unwilling  to  continue  in  the  role  that  she  had 
agreed  to  accept  at  the  urging  of  Mr.  Rivers,  that  is  to  say  to  be  the 
go-between. 

She  felt  also  that  perhaps  because  she  was  a  woman,  her  words,  her 
urgings,  her  representations  were  receiving  insufficient  weight  or  were 
not  being  seriously  enough  received  by  whoever  the  sponsors  were,  and 
it  was  in  that  spirit  that  she  asked  me  to  communicate  with  Mr.  Colson, 
which  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right. 

Now,  on  page  3  of  that  transcript,  did  you  say  the  following: 

All  right,  now  we've  set  a  deadline  now  for  close  of  business  on  the  2oth  of 
November — 

And  T  take  it  it  is  a  deadline  to  receive  funds — 

for  the  resolution  on  the  liquidation  of  everything;  that  is  oiits-tnndins.  And  this — 
they're  now  talking  about  promises  from  July  and  August.  It  iust  lins  l)een  nn 
apparent  unconcern.  Of  course,  we  can  under'^'and  some  hesitancy  i»rior  to  the 
election,  btit  there  doesn't  seem  to  be  any  of  that  now.  Of  course,  we  are  well 
aware  of  the  upcoming  problems  of  the  Senate. 

Did  you  make  that  statement  during  that  call  ?  Does  this  transcript, 
by  the  way,  reflect,  to  your  recollection  the  conversation  you  had  with 
Mr.  Colson?  You  will  recall  we  showed  3-ou  that  transcript  during  the 
executive  session. 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  do,  Mr.  Dash.  ^ 

Mr.  Dash.  You  have  had  a  chance  to  read  it  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  is  your  answer  to  my  question  whether  that  state- 
ment was  made  as  it  annears  in  the  trnnscrint  ? 

Mr.  Hunt  [conferring  with  counsel! .  T  have  no  .specific  recollection 
of  making  the  statement.  Mr.  Dasli.  TTowever.  inasmuch  as  it  appeal's 
in  a  transcript  I  accept  it  in  cood  faith  and  will  say  under  those 
circumstances  that  I  made  the  statement. 


•Not  reoelT(>d  at  time  of  publlcntlon. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Now,  let  me  just  make  one  further  reference  on  page  5 
if  you  -will  look  at  the  top  where  j-ou  say — 

Well,  tliat  is  fiiip  for  we  iire  prnteofin!;  the-  guys  who  iire  iVit'.ly  respo'isiMe,  Imt 
now  thac  that's — unci  of  course  that  is  a  conriuuin^-  ri-iiiUiL-meiit,  lint  at  th'j 
same  time,  this  is  a  two-waj'  street  and  as  I  said  before,  we  think  that  now  is 
the  time  when  a  move  should  be  made  and  surely  the  cheapest  commodity  avail- 
able is  money. 


L 


Do  you  see  that  statement? 

Mr.  HcN'T.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  adopt  that  as  something  you  would  have  said 
during  that  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Htjxt.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Chairman,  just  1  minute.  I  am  not  sure  I  under- 
stand. The  question  is  that  one  j-ou  would  have  said  or  did  say 

Mr.  Dash.  He  did  say  in  the  transcript. 

Mr.  rluxT.  I  will  accept  that  as  a  statement  tliat  I  made. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  after  you  stopped  receiving  funds  from  various 
supporting  sources  did  Mr.  Bittman  ask  for  more  funds  from  you  ? 

]\Ir.  Hunt.  I^Ir.  Bittman  informed  me  of  the  current  state  of  my 
deficit  balance  with  him,  yes. 

IVIr.  Dash.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  have  this  conversation 
with  Howard  PTunt  of  late  November  1972,  which  was  recorded  by 
Mr.  Colson,  identified  as  an  exhibit  and  entered  in  evidence. 

Senator  Ervix.  Tt  will  be  received  in  e^ddence  as  an  exhibit  and 
appropriately  niunbered  as  such. 

fThe  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  152.*] 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Chairman,  could  I  ask  a  question  about  it  just 
very  briefly.  Mr.  Hunt,  were  you  aware  that  this  conversation  was 
bein.<!:  recorded  ? 

Mr.  HuxT.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Baker.  Did  you — how  did  you  come  to  know  of  its 
existence  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  can't  recall  whether  I  learned  about  it  through  the 
gratid  jurors  or  through  this  comm.ittee. 

Senator  Baker.  Could  I  ask  counsel  how  we  received  it  ? 

IVfr.  Dash.  We  received  this  from  Mr.  Colson. 

Senator  Baker.  From  Mr.  Colson? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes,  f  I'om  Mr.  Colson. 

Senator  Baker.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Hunt.  T  might  say  that  J  feel,  in  retrospect,  I  was  set  up  on 
this  one. 

Senator  Baker.  T  am  sorry,  T  didn't  hear  you. 

Mr.  HuxT.  That  T  was  set  up,  as  it  were.  I  had  requested  an  oppor- 
tunity to  speak  with  Mr.  Colson  nnd  the  message  T  irot  back  was  that 
if  T  would  call  him  from  a  plione  booth  at  a  particular  time,  on  a  par- 
ticular day,  he  would  sneak  with  me.  Obviously,  he  had  his  recording 
equipment  rtmnin."-  at  that  time. 

Senator  Baker.  Do  you  have  any  reason  to  suspect  that  anj-  part  of 
the  transcript  is  not  correct? 

Mr.  Httxt.  No,  si  r. 

Senator  Baker.  Tliank  you. 

•See  p.  .'fSSS. 
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Ocenrng;  Sta'cement  of  Charles  W.  Colsca 

Before  Select:  Con^r^itteC  on  Presidential 

Cair.^ai'gPL  AcciA-iuies ,  United  States  Senate 


I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  present  this  opening 
sta cement  to  your  Committee.   I  shall  first  attempt  to  the  best 
of  my  recollection  to  recount  my  knowledge  of  the  events 
surrounding  the  Watergate  Affair. 

I  will  also  attempt,  if  I  may,  to  give  this  Committee 
some  insight  into  the  m.ood  and  atmosphere  which  existed  in 
the  White  House  during  the  Nixon  years.   I  have  follov7ad  your 
proceedings  to  date;  it  is  clear  that  you  are  seeking  to  deter- 
mine not  only  v:h3t  in  fact  happened,  "but  why  and  how  these 
things  could  have  happened. 

AS  TO  THE  FACTS: 


I    first  heard    that   there  had   been  a   burglary  at    the 
Democratic  "i^Tational    CcT.mittee   headquarters    on    the    radio.       It 
..-=..-    c-.-,.^^Q-.,      ^■•r^■^    17      IS'??-       I    tliought    it   was    no  m.ore    than  an 
ordinnry  burgla-y    -•-    one   m.ore   addition    to    the   D.,    C.    crime 
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Secondly,  during  the  campaign  --  on  those  few  occasions 
when  the  President  and  I  did  discuss  Watergate  --  he  corrjnented 
how  relieved  he  was  that  no  one  in  the  White  House  had  been 
involved.   Mr.  Dean  testified,  based  on  one  conversation  with 
the  President  on  September  15  that  he  believed  that  the  Presi- 
dent was  axvare  of  the  alleged  cover-up.   During  this  time  the 
President  never  indicated  in  any  conversation  with  me  that  he 
had  any  reason  to  think  that  any  WTiite  House  personnel  had  been 
involved;  he  was  pleased  that,  as  a  result  of  Mr.  Dean's  inves- 
tigation and  the  very  extensive  investigation  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  he  had  been  advised  that  there  was  no  White 
House  involvement. 

-  Sometime  after  the  election,  I  believe .  in  J_ate  November,. 
Mr.  Hunt  called  my  office  and  asked  to  talk  to  m.e.   I  did  not 
take  his  call,  but  I  believe  I  asked  Mr.  Dean  whether  I  should 
talk  to  him.   I  wanted  to  do  so  out  of  personal  friendship 
and  s>nnpathy.   Mr.  Dean  told  me  I  should.   I  do  not  recall  the 
precise  circumstances,  but  my  secretary's  recollection  is 
that  after  talkin-  with  Mr.  Dean,  I  asked  her  to  communicate 
with  Hunt's  lawyer  to  advise  Hunt  to  call  again  and  1  would  talk 
to  him.   1  decided,  however,  that  I  would  have  to  record  the 
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conversation.   I  felt  that  any  conversation  with  Hunt  would 
'p.a\^e    to  be  a  matter  of  record.   The  transcript  of  the  conver- 
sntion  has  been  provided  to  your  staff  and,  I  ni.ofnt  add,  was 
turned  over  to  the  Federal  prosecutors  in  early  May. 

As  you  will  note  from  the  transcript,  Mr.  Hunt  asked 
if  he  could  send  me  a  memo.   I  told  him  not  to,  that  anything 
he  sent  me  would  have  to  be  turned  over  to  the  Federal  inves- 
tigators.  I  did  my  best  during  the  conversation  to  explain 
to  Hunt  that  I  did  not  want  to  be  involved,  that  I  vjas  the 
principal  target  of  press  attempts  to  tie  the  Watergate  to 
the  White  House.   I  tried  to  express  my  personal  compassion 
to  him  as  a  friend,  but  at  the  same  time  discourage  him  from 
imparting  any  information.   He,  nonetheless,  as  you  will  note 
from  the  transcript,  persisted. 

Some  of  the  things  he  said  should  have  aroused  more 
concern  on  ray  part.   The  fact  is,  however,  that  I  was  totally 
unavrare  of  any  of  the  post-Watergate  activities  that  have 
been  subsequently  testified  to.   I  did  not  know  of  Mr.  Kalmbach's 
involvement  or  indeed  of  any  fund  raising  for  the  defendants. 
I  did  not  know  of  the  Dean,  Mitchell,  Mardian,  LaRue  meetings. 
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or  the  contacts  between  Mr.  Dean  and  others  vjith  the  CIA  and 
FBI.   I  did  not  know  of  the  reported  meetings  then  going  on 
with  Messrs.  ILTldeman,  Doan,  Nitchall  and  Magruder.   Had  I 
then  been  aware  of  some  of  these  things,  Hunt's  conr-ments  might 
have  had  more  significance.   I  was,  however,  troubled  by  the 
very  nature  of  the  conversation  and  by  Mr,  Hunt's  reference 
to  commitments  that  had  been  made  to  him  and  to  which  I  could 
only  reply,  "Okay,  don't  tell  me  an^Tnore,  I  understand"  or 
"I  follow  you,  you've  told  me  all  I  need  to  know."   I  assumed 
at  the  time  that  if  indeed  there  had  been  commitments,  these 
were  commitments  made  by  the  Committee  for  the  Re-election. 

The  plain  facf  is  that  I  was  anxious  to  get  off  the 
•  phone  --  I  really  didn't  want  him  to  tell  m.e  anything.   T 
merely  wanted  to  tell  him  how  sorry  I  was  for  him  and  to  explain 
why  I  couldn't  talk  to  him.  _  As  a  result,  many  of  his  comments 
just  did  not  register  with  me  then. 

In  any  event,  I  immediately  called  John  Dean  to  tell 
hirr.  that  I 'was  greatly  troubled  by  the  conversation,  that  if 
what  Hunt  said  was  true,  he.  Dean,  had  better  damn  well  find 
out  ip.mediately  what  was  going  on,  particularly  as  to  what  the 
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people  £it  the  Committee  for  the  Re-election  v/erc  doing.   I 
said  I  would  have  a  transcript  made  of  the  conversation  and  send 
it  to  him.   Dean  told  m.e  not  to  m.ake  a  transcript  but  to  send 
him  the  ra\;  tape  immediately.   Sometime  later  that  day  or  the 
next,  Dean  called  to  say  that  he  would  keep  the  tape,  that  I 
should  do  nothing  further,  that  this  was  his  responsibility  and 
he  would  handle  it.   I  assumed  --  obviously  incorrectly  --  that 
Mr.  Dean,  was  as  eager  to  get  to  the  truth  of  the  Watergate  as 
I  v/as  --  and  as  the  President  was.   I  assumed  if  Mr.  Dean 

End  anything  of  importance  in  the  conversation,  he  would  act 
sistent  with  his  responsibility. 

I  do  not  recall  any  other  discussion  during  the  month 
■  of  November  relating  to  Watergate. 

Shortly  after  the  first  of  December,  the  President 
was  becoming  increasingly  involved  with  the  problems  of  the  -  ' 
deteriorating  Paris  peace  negotiations.   When  the  President  made 
his  difficult  decision  to  resume  the  bom.bing  of  North  Vietnam 
in  December,  he  began  to  devote  virtually  every  waking  hour  to 
the  day-to-day  military  activity  and  the  on-going  diplomatic 
i'^itiatives .   The  Vietnam  issue  v:as  practically  all-consum.ing 
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source  of  the  money  or  whether  it  was  campaign  money  or  any  of  the 
details  about  the  $22  000  that  Stans  had  made  available.  I  could  not 
locate  Strachan  and  Stans  indicated  that  it  should  be  picked  up  imme- 
diately but  I  cannot  recall  at  this  time  the  reason  he  called  for  the 
immediacy.  Accordingly,  I  asked  Mr.  Fielding  to  pick  up  a  package 
from  btans  and  give  it  to  Strachan  as  soon  as  he  could 

I  informed  Stans  that  Fielding  would  be  over  to  pick  up  the  pack- 
age out  he  would  not  Ltiow  what  he  was  picking  up  and  when  I  later 
learned  that  Stans  had  informed  Fielding  I  wis  somewhat  annoyed 
because  I  felt  it  was  unfair  to  Fielding.  The  money  was  then  given 
by  Fieldmg  to  Strachan  but  no  final  decision  had  been  made  re^rd- 
ing  how  to  dispose  of  the  $350,000. 

Having  explained  the  status  of  the  cash  at  the  White  House,  I  must 
now  return  to  the  pressure  that  was  being  placed  on  the  White  House 
for  the  use  of  these  funds  which  I  have  just  described  for  payments 
to  the  seven  mdicted  individuals.  This  pressure  began  loner  before 
election  day  in  that  Paul  O'Brien  was  receiving  mesfages  ivom  WiJ^ 
liam  Bittman,  Hunt's  lawyer,  that  Hunt  and  others  expected  to  have 
more  support  money  and  attorney's  fees  in  exchange  for  continued 
^lence.  The  initial  payments  by  Kalmbach  had  not  been  sufficient 
O  Brien  reported  this  frequently  to  ilitcheU,  Mardian,  LaEue,  and 
m.v^elf.  I,  in  turn,  was  reporting  to  Haldeman  and  Ehriichman. 

^^.:.T  Z^^\^^'^°''^^^  ^^*^  ^^^^y'  August,  and  September  of  using 
these  Ws  at  the  White  House  for  these  paj-ments.  I  informed  Halde- 
man of  these  discussions,  but  they  were  still  in  the  discussion  stacre  and 
no  action  was  taken.  " 

After  the  el^ion  the  pressure  was  greatly  increased  when  Colson 
received  a  call  from  Mr.  Hunt,  which  Colson  recorded.  Colson  brought 
the  recorded  call  to  me  and  I,  in  turn,  transcribed  it  onto  a  cassette 
tape.  I  have  been  informed  by  the  committee  counsel  that  the  com- 
pile!! '^''^s^iLits  possession  a  transcript  of  the  conversation  between 
Colson  and  Hunt  in  which  Hunt  makes  demands  for  money.  On  No- 
vember lo,  I  arranged  a  meeting  with  Haldeman  and  Ehriichman  so 
'  that  they  could  hear  the  tape  of  the  convereation  Colson  had  had  with 
±lunt  and  also  to  inform  them  of  the  increased  and  now  threatening^ 
demands  that  were  being  transmitted  through  Hunt's  lawyer  to  Mr" 
O'Brien  and  in  turn  on  to  the  White  House. 

Haldeman  and  Ehriichman  were  at  Camp  David  at  that  time  devel- 
oping the  plans  for  the  reorganization  of  the  executive  branch  for  the 
second  term  of  the  Mxon  administration.  I  departed  on  the  morning 
of  November  Id  for  Camo  David  with  Mr.  Walter  .Minnick,  who  wal 
going  to  Camp  David  to  discuss  the  reorganization  plans  with  Ehriich- 
man _Mr.  Minnick  had  been  doing  virtuallv  all  of  the  legal  work  at 
f  v^T-^^"""  ^,'^^li^l}."Van  on  the  reorganization  plan  and  was  a  member 
of  Ehriichman  s  staft.  In  fact.  T  was  somewhat  surprised  that  the  coun- 
sel s  office  had  not  been  more  involved,  or  involved  at  all,  prior  to  that 
time  in  the  reorganization  plans.  After  arriving  at  Camp  David. 
Ehriichman  Haldeman,  and  I  went  into  the  President's  office  in  Laurel 
Lndire,  which  wac  emntv.  I  have  referred  eariier  to  the  fact  that  in  this 
was  difcussed'''"''''  °^  ^"^'"^^  Chapin's  remaining  at  the  White  House 
It  was  after  that  discussion  that  T  told  them  of  the  telephone  con- 
versation between  Hunt  and  Colson  and  played  the  tape  for  them  and 
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also  told  them  of  the  increasing  demands  being  made  for  money.  I  told 
them  I  was  going  to  New  York  that  afternoon  because  Mitcliell  had 
requested  t!iat  I  come  visit  him  resrarding  the  demands  being  made  and 
told  them  I  would  also  phiy  the  tape  for  him.  Mv  instruclions  from 
this  meeting  were  to  tell  IMitchell  to  take  care  of^ill  these  problems. 
I  When  we  came  out  of  this  private  meeting,  Ehrlichman  told  Mr. 
ilinnick,  who  had  been  waiting  to  meet  with  him,  that  we  had  been 
talking  about  reorganization  matters.  This  position  was  taken  because 
Minnick  was  at  Camp  David  for  that  purpose  and  it  would  seem  to  be 
^u^^J°^^^^^  ^^^"^^  ^^'^^^  ^  might  be  discussing  with  Haldenian  and 
Ehrlichman.  In  fact,  in  our  private  meeting  there  was  no  disri;;sion 
of  the  reorganization  at  all. 

After  a  brief  discussion  about  reorganization  matters,  I  deijarted 
Camp  David  and  returned  to  Washington  and  then  flew  to  Xow  York 
with  Mr.  Stans.  Stans  had  told  me  some  davs  earlier  tiiat  ho  was  troing 
to  meet  with  ilr.  Mitchell  to  discuss  a  number  of  matters  about  wind'- 
ing  down  the  reelection  committee  and  asked  me  to  join  him. 

Senator  Ervtx.  There  is  a  vote.  I  will  stay  here  and  proceed  with 
the  committee  and  ask  them  to  hold  the  vote  until  I  can  get  over  and 
somebody  can  come  back  and  take  over  so  I  can  get  over  and  vote. 
Mr.  Dean.  Thank  you. 

Stans  had  arranged  for  the  meeting  with  Mitchell  to  take  place  at 
the  Metropolitan  Club  m  New  York  City,  because  Stans  was  anxious 
to  return  to  AVashington  as  soon  as  the  meeting  was  over  and  did  not 
want  to  go  down  to  Wall  Street  and  get  tied  up  in  traffic.  After  the 
hrst  part  of  the  meeting  where  Stans  and  [Mitchell  discussed  their 
prob  ems,  Stans  departed  and  I  played  the  tape  for  ilitchell.  I  recall 
that  he  had  only  one  reaction  to  the  tape  and  it  was  to  the  effect  that  it 
was  certainly  a  self-serving  tape  for  Colson  and  he  wondered  what  the 
hell  Hunt  was  talking  about  with  regard  to  [Mitchell's  havino-  pcriurod 
himself.  I  informed  Mitchell  that  Ehrlichman  and  Haldenian  had 
heard  the  tape  and  requested  that  he  do  what  he  could  to  .solve  the 
problem.  I  received  no  instruction  or  really  any  indication  at  all  at  that 
time  from  Mitchell  regarding  the  matters  that  Pliint  had  raised  in  his 
conversation  with  Colson. 

To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  was  the  first  week  of  December 
that  Mitchell  called  me  and  said  that  we  would  ha\-e  to  use  some  of  the 
SSoO.OOO  fund  to  take  care  of  the  demands  that  were  beinir  made  bv 
Hunt  and  the  others  for  money.  He  indicated  that  the  money  that  was 
taken  out  would  be  returned  in  order  that  the  fund  could  be  made 
whole  again.  He  asked  me  to  get  Haldeman's  approval. 

Prior  to  ]\[itcheirs  call,  I  had  been  informed  bv  Colson's  secretary 
that  Mrs.  Hunt  had  called  her  at  home  on  a  number  of  occasions  to 
discuss  this  problem  with  her  in  order  that  she  micht  pass  it  on  to 
Colson  and  get  something  done  about  the  problem.'  Colson  had  sent 
his  secretary.  Miss  Joan  Hall,  to  me  with  these  messages  indicating 
that  he  did  not  want  to  talk  to  her  about  it  but  that  .she  should  pass 
the  message  on  to  me.  I  told  [Miss  Plall  not  to  talk  to  :Mr.s.  Hunt  and, 
if  necessary,  orct  an  unlisted  phone  number. 

After  the  phone  call  from  :\ritcholl,  I  called  PTaldeman  and  described 
the  situation  in  full  to  him  and  that  I  had  told  Mitchell  that  T  was 
very  reluctant  to  see  "\Aliite  House  money  used  but  that  he  indicated 
that  It  would  be  returned  as  soon  as  they  could  raise  some  additional 
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ilr.  Dash.  In  :Nrarch  1973  did  you  become  aware — and  I  tliink  you 
so  testified— of  the  increased  demands  of  Hunt  for  money,  so-called 
Hunt's  blackmail? 

Mr.^EnKLicirirAN-.  "Well,  I  wouldn't  use  die  word  increased  because 
I  think — I  didn't  have  any  frame  of  reference  in  which  to  idencify  this 
as  an  increase.  I  certainly  am  familiar  with  the  blaclonail. 

Mr.  Dash.  Of  a  demand,  of  the  blaclcmail.  Who  informed  vou  of 
this  ?  •' 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Mr,  Dean. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  it  raise  a  question  in  vour  mind  at  least  at  this  time, 
again  having  recall  that  money  was  paid  for  defense,  of  the  propriety 
of  paying  this  money  when  such  a  demand  was  being  made? 

iNIr.  Ehrlichiiax.  Oh,  certainly— well,  let  me  separate  out  all  of  the 
testimony  that  you  have  just  inserted  in  that  question  and  maybe  you 
could  restate  the  question  without  all  the  embellishments. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  will  ask  just  the  same  question :  You  had  found  nothino- 
wrong  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  just  beforehand,  on  the  February  10 
meeting,  again  had  discussed  making  certain  payments  or  goino-  up  to 
Mitchell— having  Mr.  :Moore  go  see  Mr.  Mitchell  about  raising  some 
funds  for  the  defendants,  and  now  in  March  1973,  some  time  in  Alarch 
you  become  aware  of  a  demand,  Mr.  Hunt's,  of  what  you  just  called 
blackmail. 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  The  difference  between  the  two  is  dramatic.  Tliere 
was  no  suggestion  at  La  Costa  that  any  money  be  paid  in  consideration 
ot  anybody  s  silence  or  anything  of  that  kind.  The  money  we  were 
talking  about  at  La  Costa  was  to  compensate  attorneys  who  would  file 
motions  m  behalf  of  the  defendants,  and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  that 
would  have  been  a  completely  legitimate  undertaking,  privately  raised 
funds  for  that  purpose.  This  was  a  flat  out  blaclonail  attempt,  if  money 
was  not  paid  then  Hunt  would  say  so-and-so,  but  if  money  were  paid 
he  would  not  say  so-and-so.  That  is  the  first  time  I  encountered  any- 
thing of  that  sort  in  this  entire— what  would  that  be.  10  months  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  were  you  aware  that  back  in  November  Mr.  Hunt 
had  a  telephone  convereation  with  ilr.  Colson,  and  Mr.  Colson  taped 
that  conversation  with  regard  to  Mr.  Hunt  wanting  money  and  beiu" 
very  unhappy  that  he  wasn't  getting  the  kind  of  moAey  he  was 
requesting?  •' 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Well,  I  have  heard  testimony  about  that  and  that 
i  am  supposed  to  have  heard  that  tape. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  hear  that  tape  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  don't  recall  ever  hearing  that  tape.  I  recall  Air 
Dean  coming  to  Camp  David  on  one  occasion  during  the  2  months  we 
were  up  there.  We  nave  repeatedly— since  he  testified  to  that  effect— 
we  have  repeatedly  tried  to  get  a  transcript  or  a  copy  of  that  tape 
becausel— ''^      *''"  ^'°"'"  ^^""^  ''"*'  ^  '^""''^  certainly  like  to  see  it 

Mr.  Dash  [interrupting].  Haveyou- 


Air;  Ehrlichman-  [continuing].  I  just  draw  a  blank. 
^T  ■  XT^^"'         "^^ilson,  have  you  made  a  request ' 
that"""        '^°''-  ^"^^tl^er  I  nor  Mr.  Strickler  asked  Mr.  Hamilton  for 
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Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  A'ow,  when  did  you  leave  your  position  as  the  director 
of  the  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  On  the  1st  of  July  1972. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  when  you  left,  you  were  aware,  were  you  not,  that 
Mr.  Magruder  was  staying  on  as  deputy  director  of  the  campaign. 
Mr.  jVIitchell.  Yes,  he  stayed  on  as  Mr.  ilacGregor's  deputy. 
Mr.  Dash.  And  were  you  not  aware  -when  you  were  leaving  that  Mr. 
Magruder  at  least  faced  some  serious  problem  of  being  indicted  on  the 
break-in  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  headquarters  as  of 
Julyl?  ^ 

Mr.  Mitchell.  As  of  July  1  ?  I  think  that  was  a  potential,  yes. 
Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  did  meet  with  the  President  on  June  30,  1972, 
just  before  you  left.  As  I  understand,  you  had  lunch  with  the  Presi- 
dent. 
Mr.  MrrcHELL.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  think  it  your  duty  to  tell  the  President  at  that 
lunch  before  you  left  that  the  man  who  was  playing  such  a  key  role  in 
his  campaign,  Magruder,  had  such  a  problem  that  he  might  be  indicted 
for  the  break-in  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  headquarters  ? 
Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  I  think  you  and  I  have  gone  over  to  the 
pomt  where  we  have  established  that  the  White  House  horror  stories 
had  come  out  in  connection  with  the  problem  at  that  particular  time 
and  there  wasn't  the  question  of  lifting  of  the  tent  slightly  in  order 
to  get  with  respect  to  one  individual  or  another ;  it  was  a  keeping  the  lid 
on  and  no  information  volunteered. 

Mr.  Dash.  Even  if  the  lid  had  been  kept  on  the  so-called  White  House 
horrors,  wouldn't  it  be  very  embarrassing  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  his  effort  to  be  reelected  if  his  deputy  campaign  di- 
rector was  indicted  in  the  break-in  of  the  Democratic  National  Com- 
mittee headquarters? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  don't  think  as  far  as  the  Watergate  was  concerned, 
there  was  a  hell  of  a  lot  of  difference  between  the  deputy  campaign 
director  and  the  counsel  for  the  finance  committee  and  the  security 
officer.  Quite  frankly,  as  far  as  the  Watergate  was  concerned,  that  was 
already  a  public  issue.  It  was  the  parties  that  were  involved. 

Mr.  Dash.  There  came  a  time,  did  there  not,  Mr.  Mitchell,  that  the 
pressures  for  money  by  the  defendants  or  bv  Mr.  Hunt  increased? 
Would  you  tell  us  what  you  know  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  I  am  not  sure,  Mr.  Dash,  that  I  can  tell  you  very 
much  about  them  other  than  the  fact  that  somewhere  along  in  the  fall, 
Mr.  Hunt  had  a  telephone  conversation  with  Mr.  Colson,  wliich.  I 
think,  covered  the  subject  matter  and  then  later  on,  as  I  recall,  Mr. 
Dean  has  got  in  the  record  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hunt  to  Mr.  Colson,  which 
I  think  is  quite  suggestive  of  the  fact  that  he  was  beino-  abandoned. 

Then  I  heard  later  on,  in  March  of  this  year,  there  were  oral  com- 
munications from  either  Hunt  or  his  attorney  relatin.qr  to  requests  for 
'egal  fees  and  so  fortli,  which  were  communicated  to  the  White  House. 
Arr.  Dash.  How  did  vou  hear  about  the  March  request? 
Afr.  Mitchelt,.  The  March  request  ?  I  think  I  probably  heard  about 
it  throuTh  Mr.  LaRue,  if  my  memory  serves  me  right. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  how  much  money  was  actually  beimr  re- 
quested at  that  time?  '  '  ' 
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Senator  Ervix.  You  hadn't  leari\eJ  about  that  until  SL'i)tL'uiber^ 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Xo,  sir,  I  had  not  heard  of  Mr.  Segretti. 

Senator  Ermn.  When  did  Secretary  Stans  tell  you  that  he  had  fur- 
nished $75,000  to  assist  in  paying  tlie  counsel  fees  for  tlie  counsel  for 
the  seven  Watergate  defendants? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  The  same  time  he  told  it  to  this  committee.  I  saw  it 
on  television,  that  was  my  first  knowledge  of  it. 

Senator  Ervtx.  You  had  no  knowledge  of  that  before  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Ervix.  Well,  did  Mr.  Dean  come  to  Xew  York  and  talk  to 
you  about  the  demands  of  some  of  the  defendants  for  money  ? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  Yes ;  he  did  later  in  the  year.  I  believe  the  occasion 
had  to  be  in  November  or  perhaps  even  later  thaathat. 

Senator  Ervix.  Didn't  you  hear  anything  about  the  fact  that  these 
defendants  were  demanding  money  for  counsel  fees  and  for  support 
during  the  summer  of  1972? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  did  not,  as  I  have  testified  here  yesterday,  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  Mardian-Liddy  discussions — Mardian-LaKue  discus- 
sions with  Liddy,  the  matter  that  was  mentioned  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  committee  could  provide  money  for  the  bail  for  the  individrals 
and  that  was  turned  over  by  the  committee.  Apparently  the  activities 
of  raising  money  for  support  and  counsel  fees  continued  on  and  it 
wasn't  later  until  sometime  in  the  late  summer  or  fall  that  I  heard 
about  the  activities. 

Senator  Ervin.  You  did  hear  about — ^you  were  given  to  understand 
that  either  the  committee  or  Mr.  Kalmbach  were  furnishing  the  money 
to  pay  counsel  fees  and  support  to  the  families  of  the  seven  Watergate 
people  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  sir,  I  heard  that  as  I  say  later  on  after  the  time 
frame. 

Senator  Ervtn.  And  later  you  were  informed  that  there  was  some 
doubt  as  to  whether  McCord  would  stand  fast  in  silence,  weren't  you  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  was  so  advised,  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  Yes.  And  you  were  asked  to  see  what  you  could  do 
about  that,  weren't  you  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  About  what,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Ervix.  To  see  what  McCord  was  going  to  do. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  am  not  quite  sure,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  get  the 
thrust  of  your  question. 

Senator  Ervin.  Well,  who  told  you  about  the  fear  that  McCord  might 
not  remain  silent? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  believe  it  was  Mr.  Dean. 

Senator  Ervin.  When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Sometime  after  the  first  of  the  year.  I  would  believe. 

Senator  Ervin.  Now,  you  mentioned  the  fact  that  there  had  been 
some  talk  from  somebody  that  came  to  you  to  the  effect  that  Hunt  said 
he  would  not  take  a  promise  of  immunity  from  anybody  except  Colson. 
When  was  that? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  That  was  sometime  directly  after  the  fii-st  of  the  year 
also,  I  believe  precedins:  the  trial.  Mr.  Dean  related  that  con\er?ation 
and  it  had  to  do  with  the  fact  that  j\[r.  Hunt's  interest  in  Executive 
clemency  would  only  be  accepted  from  Mr.  Colson. 
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Mr.  Mitchell 

Wednesday,  November  15,  1972 


8:30  Mr.  M  arrived  at  office 

9:30    Roald  Morton  called  Mr.  M  and  t. 

9:45  Ja.T.es  Gaynor  called  Mr.  M  and  t. 

10:00  Mr.  M  SAW  Taft  Schreiber 

11:00'  Mr.  M  SAW  Ed  Deutch  and  Arnold  Tracy 

12:00  Mr.  M  left  for  luncheon  with  Messrs. 
Alexander,  Rose,  La^don 

3:15  Mr.  M  ret.  to  office 

3:10  Mr.  M  SAW  Commissioner  Erstat 

3:40  ^Mr.  M  ret.  Bob  Finch's  call  and  t. 

3:55  Mr.  M  ret.  Nick  Thimnish's  call  and  t, 

4:15  Mr.  M  left  office  for  meeting  v/ith 
Messrs.  Stans  and  Dean 
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33.     On  or  about  December  1,  1972  William  Blttman,  Howard  Hunt's 
attorney,  gave  a  folded  paper  to  CRP  attorney  Kenneth  Parkinson. 
Parkinson  gave  it  to  John  Dean  and  to  Fred  LaRue.   In  or  around 
early  December  1972  Dean  had  a  discussion  with  Haldeman  about  CRP's 
need  for  funds  for  the  defendants  in  United  States  v.  Liddy.  during 
which  Haldeman  approved  the  transfer  to  CRP  of  a  cash  fund  of 
$350,000  in  campaign  contributions  which  had  been  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  White  House  at  Haldeman 's  direction  prior  to  April  7, 
1972.   The  first  portion  of  between  $40,000  and  $70,000  was  delivered 
by  Haldeman' s  assistant  Gordon  Strachan  to  LaRue.   Shortly  thereafter 
LaRue  delivered  $40,000  to  Bittman  by  messenger.   In  January  1973  the 
remaining  $280,000  was  delivered  to  LaRue.   In  January  1973  FCRP 
Director  Maurice  Stans  approved  the  transfer  of  $14,000  or  $17,000 
in  campaign  funds  to  LaRxie. 
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S3.1     KENNETH  PARKINSON  INTERVIEW,   SSC,   JUNE  2,    2972,    1,    27-18 


r 


INTKRVIEV; 


L_ 


Mr„   Parlcinijon  gave  his  home  address  as  5417  Davall 
Street,   Westmoreland  Milis,   Maryland.     His  telephone  is  229-8494, 
His  business  address  as  Jackson  Lasky  and  Parkinson,   1828  L  Street, 
NW_,  Washington,  DC,  telephone  466-8850.     He  also  gave  a) credit 
card  number  4668850-032N. 

Mr.    Parkinson  first  was  asked  how  he  came  into  the 
case  as  the  lawyer  for  CRP  and  stated  that  on  June  21,   1972  he  had 
a  preliminary  conference  with  Mardian  on  the  subject  and  was  re- 
tained the  next  day.     Parkinson  believes  that  on  June  22,   1972 
Mardian  notified  him  that  O'Brien  would  also  work  with  Parkinson 
on  the  case,  but  that  Paul  O'Brien  would  be  subordinate  to  Parkinson. 
Parkinson  stated  that  he  got  into  the  case  when  Roeiner  Mc:^ee 
called  Parkinson  on  the  21st  and  asked  him  to  join  him  in  going  over 
to  Mardian' s  office. 


Intervievf  vrith  Kenneth  Parkinson 


on 


June  2,  1973 


.Representing;!  Mr.    Parjd.nson  was  Ecrnund  D.    Camnb?U  of^tjie  firm 
atpoKgiaa  .  .pbjar,    and  Campbell,   Old  Soutnern  BulJgjjng,    too-7lbl 


by    D.?.\i.d  Dorspn,   James  Harniltoii,   Donald  Sanders,   Robert  Silvsr stein 
Dictated  ^-   Dors  .^n  (6-03-73) 
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Kenneth  Parkinson 
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not  understand,   but  did  not  know  what  it  was.     At  one  pointy 

Bitman  told  Parkinson  that  executive  clemency  was  part  of 

the  commitment  or  that  Hunt  felt  that  he  was  entitled  to 

executive  clemency  and  Parkinson  said  that  he  didn't  even 

want  to  talk  about  it„     Parkinson  reported  this  conversation 

with  Dean  and  maybe  Mitchell  or  LaRue.     Dean  said  to 

Parkinson  that  he  (Parkinson)  had  no  knowledge  of  any  commitment 

but  that  any  commitment  would  be  lived  up  to      i^Jid  indicated  in 

some  fashion  that  this  i)Suld  be  communicated  to  Bitman.     Parkinson 

did  so.     Parkinson  never  indicated  how  Dean,   who  denied  knowledge 

of  any  commitment  could  make  such  a  satement  while  maintaining 

his  position, 
I  There  was  a  meeting  sonmewhere  around  December  1, 

1972,   prior  to  which  Bitman  had  stated  that  it  was  important  that 
Parkinson  transmit  a  paper  to  his  principals.     Bitman  gave  > 
Parkinson  a  folded  paper  and  Parkinson  took  this  paper  \vithout 
reading  it  to  a  meeting  in  Dean's  office.      Parkinson  gave  the  paper 
to  Dean  v/ho  read  it  and  ret^irned  it  to  Parkinson;  Parkinson,    again 
without  reading  it,   handed  ifc  to  LaRuc.     O'Brien  was  also  at  that 
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Kenneth  Parkins  o a 
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meetings   and,    according  to  Parkinson,    did  not  see  the  paper,    either. 
Parkinson  suspects  that  the  paper  had  something  to  do  with  Hunt's 
demands,   but  has  no  firm  information  on  the  subject,     Parkinson 
said  that  both  he  and  O'Brien  were  working  on  the  case,   at  times 
independently,   and  assumes  that  O'Brien  also  had  contacts- with 
Bitman  but  could  not  provide  any  details.     O'Brien  never  mentions 
that  he  had  met  with  Hunt  who  demanded  money  before  his  sentence 
(until  very  recently). 

In  the  last  couple  of  months,    Bitman  told  Parkinson 
that  he  had  received  $25,  000.     In  addition  there  vvfas  an  earlier 
payment  which  Bitman  had  indicated  had  come  from  Hunt.     Parkinson 
did  not  have  any  information  concerning  Hunt's  ability  to  pay 
Bitman  his  fees, 

Parkinson  said  he  had  no  knowledge  of  phone  calls 
from  Caulfield  or  Ulasewicz,     However,   Parkinson  said  that  he 
had  prior  knowledge  of  the  name  of  Rivers^     This  occurred  v/hen 
Bitmin  called  Parkinson  and  said  that  he  v/ag  getting  a  call  from  Mr. 
Rivers  ?.*id  did  Parkinoon  kacw  Mr.    Rivers,     Parkuioon  tlien  cornmun- 
icar^id  -vUh  LaRua  and  indicated  that  Rivcirs  v/a:^  all  ris^h!:,     Parkinson 
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Z3.2     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIMONY,    NOVEMBER   20,    1973,    WATERGATE  GRAND  JURY,    34-36  3H 
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Q    Now  in  about  the  first  week  of  December,  did  Hr. 
Mitchell  contact  you  about  using  some  of  the  White  Uouse  cash 
fund  to  meet  the  defendants'  demands? 

A    Yes,  he  did. 

Q  How  did    that   come   about? 


NOTE:      THIS  PAGE  CONTAINED  THE  ABOVE  DELETION  WHEN  IT  WAS  RECEIVED  BY  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
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A    Wall,  the  demands  had  reached  a  crescendo  and  there 
was  no  other  money  available.   There  had  been  earlier  dis- 
cussions with  LaRue  and  O'Brien  about  this.   it  was  suggested 
that  they  borrow  roughly  forty  or  fifty  thousand  dollars  froin 
the  White  House  fund  and  they  would  repay  these  funds. 

This  was  a  renewed  request  of  that  from  Mr.  Mitchell 
directly  to  me,  telling  me  that  I  should  talk  to  Mr.  Haldeman 
about  getting  those  funds. 

Q    Mr.  Mitchell  told  you  that  the  need  was  acute? 
A    Yes. 

Q    And -he  asked  you  to  see  Haldeman  to  seek  his  approval 
to  go  ahead  and  use  some  of  the  money  for  this  purpose? 

A    That's  correct.   He  was  quite  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  funds  were  under  Mr.  Haldeman 's  control. 

Q    Did  Mr.  Mitchell  indicate  that  the  money  would  be 
returned  sometime? 

A    He  did. 

Q    Did  you  then  consult  with  Mr.  Haldeman  about  this? 
A    Yes,  I  did. 

Q    Can  you  tell  the  Grand  Jury  the  substance  of  what- 
ever conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Haldeman  about  this  matter? 

A    Well,  I  told  fir.  Haldeman  that  while  I  didn't  like 
the  procedure,  I  had  no  alternative  to  offer  him  because  the 
demands  at  this  point  were  very  acute  and  i\r .    Mitchell  had 
made  the  request  and  I  didn't  have  any  suggestion  to  make. 
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33.2     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIMONY,    NOVEMBER  20,    1973,    WATERGATE  GRAND  JURY,    34-36       ^C 
I  said,  "It's  my  understanding  that  they  will  pay 
the  money  back  as  soon  as  they  have  raised  additional  monies 
themselves  and  that  the  White  House  fund  will  then  be  kept 
intact." 

He  said  that  I  should  go  ahead  and  tell  Strachan  to 
deliver  the  money  to  Mr.  LaRue. 
Q    For  this  purpose? 


L 


A    For  this  purpose,   dj^_  j 


NOTE:      THIS  PAGE  CONTAINED  THE  ABOVE  DELETION  WHEN  IT  WAS  RECEIVED  BY  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
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1  A    Yes,  there  was  some  reference  in  that  regard. 

2  Q    And  that  would  be  for  the  purpose  of  filtering 

3  money  from  I'fhite  House  sources  to  the  defendants? 

4  A    I  believe  that  there  was  never  a  discussion  of 

5  filtering  money  from  White  House  sources  to  defendants  except:' 

6  in  a  statement  that  I  made  which  was  that  money  to  the  defen- 

7  dants  could  not  be  involved  in  White  House  sources. 

8  I    Q    Well,  you  knew  that  $350,000  was  being  utilized  as 

9  a  source  for  payment  of  these  funds,  did  you  not? 

10  A    Yes.   I  didn't  consider  that  a  White  House  source. 

11  I  considered  that  a  campaign  source  that  had  been  held  for 
12 1  White  House  use  during  a  period  and  then  was  turned  back  to 

13  the  campaign  committee. 

14  Q    At  that  time  that  it  was  utilized,  the  money  was 

15  under  your  control,  was  it  not? 
A    No. 

Q    You  authorized  its  transfer  to  f'tr.  LaRue? 
A    That's  correct. 

Q    Knowing  that  it  would  be  used  to  pay  the  defendants? 
A    I  think  not  knowing,  but  knowing  that  there  was  a 

problem  that  he  was  concerned  about  which  was  to  provide  these 
f\inds  for  the  defendants. 

Q    Mr.  Haldeman,  is  there  any  question  that  you  knew 
that  this  money  would  be  used  to  pay  the  defendants? 

A    Yes,  in  the  sense  that  I  had  no  personal  knowledge 
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of  what  —  and  I  don't  know  that  It  was.   In  fact,  I  have 

understood  from  the  public  testimony  that  it  wasn't. 

0  In  other  words,  you  weren't  present  at  the  time 
that  Mr.  LaRue  or  one  of  his  agents  handed  the  money  to  a 
particular  defendant?  That's  true,  of  course. 

A    Yea . 

Q    No  on  e  is  suggesting  that  you  were  present  at 
such  axx   occasion. 

A    I  understand  that. 

Q    If  that  had  been  the  case,  then  you  could  meraiy- 
have  trotted  down  to  whever  the  defendants  were  and  handed 
them  the  money.   That,  of  course,  is  not  what  we  are  talking 
about. 

We  are  talking  about  whether  there  was  any  other 
imderstanding  that  you  had  in  your  mind,  other  than  the  fact 
that  this  money  would  be  utilized  for  payment  to' the  defen- 
dants. 

A    There  was  no  understanding  that  it  would  be  utiliz- 
ed for  any  other  purpose.   There  was  no  commitment  that  it 
was  being  used  for  that  purpose.   The  commitment  was  to  put 
the  money  back  in  the  control  of  the  place  where  I  felt  it 
ought  to  be  controlled  which  was  the  campaign  committee ,  for 
whatever  purpose  they  saw  fit. 

As  I  say,  it  is  my  understanding  from  the  public 
testimony  that  it  was  in  fact  not  all  used  for  defendants. 
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Some  if  it,  I  understand  from  public  testimony,  was. 

Q    Was  there  any  other  understanding,  other  than  the 
fact  that  it  was  transferred  for  the  purpose  of  being  paid  in 
whole  or  in  part  as  needed  to  the  defendants? 

A    No.   There  was  no  other  understanding.   That's 
[correct.   I  have  alxJeady  said  that. 

Q    Thank  you.   Now  certainly  you  knew  that  the  defen- 
dants were  being  paid  money  prior  to  that  time  and  that  Dean 
was  having  difficulties  in  getting  the  money  together  prior 
to  March  21st. 
A    Yes. 

Q    And  indeed,  you  had  conversations  with  Mr.  Dean 
about  how  long  this  would  last,  this  demand  for  money,  isn't 
that  so,  prior  to  March  21st? 

A    I  don't  know  that  I  understood  it  as  a  demand  for 
money  as  contrasted  to  an  assumed  or  presumed  need  for  money 
on  the  part  of  the  committee  for  the  defendants. 

•  Q    Well,  you  had  conversations  with  Mr.  Dean  from 
time  to  time,  prior  to  the  21st,  about  what  money  would  be 
required  and  how  long  it  would  go  on.   Isn't  that  so? 

A    I  don't  know  xvhether  that  was  in  the  March  21st 
meeting  or  before  that  meeting.   The  earlier  questions,  and 
^   I  am  going  back  to  1972,  were  in  the  nature  of  the  need  for 

24  additional  funds  on  the  part  of  the  committee. 

25  I  don't  recall  then  any  discussion  of  how  much  was 
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fripiid  of  Mr.  Ri\ers  and  that  tlu'ie  would  ha  a  package  delivered  to 
hiri  office  shortly. 

Mr.  D.vsii.  "Wlio  a.sked  you  to  make  tliat  call?  "Who  refniested  that 
money,  do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  LaIiue.  As  I  recall,  Mr.  Dash,  this  resulted  out  of  a  convei-sa- 
tiou  that  Mr.  Parkinson  had  with  Mr.  Bittman  which  he  relayed  to 
Mr.  Dean  and  I,  citing  the  need  for  some  attorney's  fees  for  Mr. 
Bittman. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  from  that  discussion  that  ^Nfr.  Paikinson 
had  been  with  Mr.  Bittman  and  then  relayed  to  you  and  Mr.  Dean  how 
nuich  money  was  to  be  paid  ? 

Mr.  L.\Rut:.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  much  was  that,  did  you  say  ? 

Mr.  LaRcx.  $25,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Then  you  told  Mr.  Bittman  on  the  telephone  that  this 
package  would  be  delivered  ? 

'Sir.  LaRce.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  was  it  delivered  ? 

Mr.  LaRce.  It  was  delivered  by  messenger  to  his  office.  It  was  in  a 
package  directed  to  Mr.  Bittman  marked  personal,  confidential. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  this  was  in  cash  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  the  messenger  who  delivered  that  package  to 
Mr.  Bittman  know  what  his  assignment  was,  what  was  in  the  pack- 
age and  what  he  was  doing  ? 

Mr.  LaRtje.  Oh.  absolutely  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  think  to  make  the  record  clear,  Sir.  LaRue,  when  you 
made  that  payment  to  Mr.  Bittman,  did  you  have  any  understanding 
as  to  tlie  reason  that  payment  was  being  made  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  My  understanding  was  that  this  was  legal  fees  for  Mr. 
Bittman. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  you  think  that  this  was  being  paid  for  humani- 
tarian reasons? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Sir.  Dash,  my  understanding  of  the  pa^-ments  of  money 
to  the  defendants  were  or  is  that  this  money  was  paid  to  saasty  com- 
mitments that  had  been  made  to  them  by  someone  I  do  not  know,  but 
had  been  made,  commitments  had  been  made  to  them  at  some  point 
in  time,  and — — 

Mr.  Dash.  Commitments  made  by  people  who  had  something  to 
do  with  authorizing  the  original  activity? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  that  you  were  really  carrying  out  the  responsibil- 
ity based  on  those  commitments  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  it  occur  to  you  that  if  those  pTiyments  were  not  made, 
there  may  be  some  embarrassment  in  the  reelection  campaign? 
^Mr.  LaRue.  This  certainly  fx;curred  to  me,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  when  and  where  was  your  ne.\t  payment  to  Jlr. 
Bittman? 

Mr.  LaRue.  As  I  recall.  Mr.  Dash,  this  was  made  in  December,  the 
amount  approximately  $50,000. 

Afr.  Dash.  Xow.  who  gave  the  instructions  about  that  payment? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Who  gave  tiie  instructions? 
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Mr.  Dash.  Yes,  how  did  you  know  to  make  that  pa3'ment  in 
De("eniber  ? 

Mr.  LaR["e.  Tliere  had  been  a  meetinc  in  ^^l■.  Dean's  office  in  wliich 
Mr.  Parkinoon  rel-.iy.'d  coii'.'efiations  lie  jiad  had  a\  ith  ~Mr.  Bictnum 
reg-ardinu-  cash  needs  or  money  needs  for  tlie  det'eathmts.  As  I  recall, 
it  was  cash  needs  that  would  be  required  for  the  trial  and  this  $50,000 
v>-as  not,  it  was  not  a  total  amount,  it  was  a  partial  pajniient  on  that 
amount  of  money. 

ill-.  Dash.  In  other  words,  on  both  occasions,  now,  Mr.  Parkinson 
acted  as  the  person  conveyino-  the  message  of  the  need  for  the  money 
f  rom  Mr.  Bittman  to  Mr.  Dean  and  to  you  ? 

Mr.  L.\RuE.  Yes,  sir. 

]\Ir.  Dash.  And  ag;ain,  how  did  you  arrange  this  payment,  the  .same 
way? 

JMr.  LaRtt;.  This  was  arranged  in  the  same  way. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  vou  call  and  did  vou  aeain  identify  yourself  as 
Mr.  Baker? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

jMr.  Dash.  And  again  used  a  messenger  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Sir.  Dash.  And  again  this  messenger  kne'w  nothing  about  what  he 
was  doing? 

Mr.  LaRce.  Xo,  sir. 

jNIr.  Dash.  Did  you  make  another  payment  to  Sir.  Bittman  in 
Decembei'  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  N'o,  sir,  not  that  I  recall. 

JNIr.  Dash.  Now,  when  did  vou  first  learn  that  there  was  a  sum  of 
about  $.350,000  in  cash  at  the  White  House  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Mr.  Ji)ash,  I  cannot  tell  you  specifically. 

JIi-.  D.\«H.  Well,  again,  when  I  ask  you  the  date,  I  am  not  aslring 
for  a  specific  date." 

Sir.  LaRue.  I  understand.  It  would  be  in  the  summer  or,  say,  the 
early  fall  of  1072. 

Mr.  Dash.  ^Y[\o  told  vou  about  this  fund  ? 

Sir.  LaRue.  Sir.  Dash,  my  best  recollection  of  how  T  got  that  knowl- 
edfre  would  have  been  through  information  on  a  cash  summary  sheet 
which  I  had  come  into  possession  of  that  reflected  a  summary  of  the 
cash  receipts  and  disbursements  to  the  men. 

Sir.  Dash.  Yes,  but  is  it  not  true  that  the  specific  occasion  on  which 
this  sum  was  called  to  your  attention  again  came  about  through  a  dis- 
cussion with  Mr.  Sritchell  ? 

Sir.  LaRue.  Yes,  I  think  I  asked  Mr.  Slitchell  if  indeed  this  money 
had  been  over  at  the  White  House  that  was  indicated  on  the  sheet. 

Sir.  Dash.  And  did  you  seek  and  receive  ai)proval  to  use  some  of 
that  money  for  these  activities  to  pay  legal  fees  ? 

Sir.  LaRue.  Yes,  I  did.  "      ^ 

Sir.  Dash.  Did  you  know  who  had  control  o^-er  the  money  at  ^he 
SAHiite  Hoiise? 

Sir.  LaRue.  Xo.  I  do  not. 

Sir.  DAsir.  Did  you  Icnmv  if  Mi'.  Haldeman  had? 

S[r.  LaRit,.  iS'o,  sir,  I  did  not  know  that. 

Sir.  Dasjf.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  received  a  sum  of  money 
from  Sir.  Strachan  and  S[r.  Dean  in  December  1972  ? 
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Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

IMr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  how  much  that  sum  was  ? 

Me.  L.v-Rus.  ApproxiiiKitely  ^r)0,0(jO. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  you  know  tliat  this  was  part  of  the  $350,000  at 
the  White  House? 

Mr.  LaRue.  That  was  my  understanding. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  in  January  1973,  did  you  receive  an  additional  sum 
from  Mr.  Strachan  in  the  amount  of  $-2SO,000  ? 

Mr.  L/vRuE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  prompted,  to  your  knowledge,  such  a  large  trans- 
fer of  money  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  cannot  state  specifically,  Mr.  Dash.  I  had  had  a  con- 
versation with  Mi:  Dean  regarding  the  need,  at  this  time,  I  think, 
for  $20,000  for  one  of  the  attorneys,  Mr.  ilaroidis.  I  had  passed  this 
information  on  to  Mr.  Dean.  Later,  he  called  me  back  and  told  me  that 
they  were  going  to  deliver  the  remaining  balance  they  had  over  at  the 
White  House,  which  was  approximately  $280,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  fair  to  say  that  as  you  were  ongoing  in  this 
relationship  of  paying  these  fees,  that  this  was  going  to  be  a  con- 
tinuing operation,  certainly  through  the  trial,  and  that  this  fund  of 
money  was  necessary  if  you  were  going  to  be  able  to  carry  out  these 
responsibilities? 

Mr.  LaRue.  That  certainly  would  be  my  assumption;  yes,  sir. 

j\Ir.  Dash.  And  is  it  true  that  in  January  1973,  you  did  pay  Mr. 
Maroulis,  counsel  for  ilr.  Liddy,  $20,000? 

Mr.  LaRue.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  receive  $1-1,000  from  a  Mr.  Tim  Babcock 
in  January  1973? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  that  all  about  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  received  this  money  from  Jlr.  Babcock  at — I  think 
in  Mr.  Stans'  office.  Mr.  Stans  was  jiresent.  My  understanding,  Mr. 
Dash,  was  that  Mr.  Babcock  liad  pledged  this  money  during  the  cam- 
paign, had  not  gotten  around  to  delivering  it,  and  that  he  was,  you 

low,  fulfilling  his  pledge. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  this  have  anything  to  do  with  the  money  or  the  cash 
fund  you  were  developing  for  the  legal  defense  fund? 

Mr.  KvRuE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  make  two  cash  payments,  one  of  $25,000 
and  one  of  $35,000,  to  Mr.  Bittman,  counsel  to  Mr.  Hunt,  in  Januarv 
1973? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  that  occur  in  the  same  way  you  have  already 
described? 

IMr.  LaRue.  No,  sir;  those  payments  were  delivered  to  ifr.  Bittman 
at  his  home. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  his  home? 

Mr.  I^aRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  ^Vlio  delivered  them  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  This  was  another  messenger  that  delivered  them. 

Mi\  Dash.  Another  messenger? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  D.vsH.  Did  you  arrange  that  the  same  way.  by  phone  call  ? 

Mr.  IjaRue.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Ste-vchats'.  Well,  at  that  time,  I  was  asking  Mr.  Dean  how  to 
get  the  money  back  to  the  committee  and  it  was  just  another  prob- 
lem that  he  would  have  to  cope  with. 

Mr.  Dash.  So  you  just  turned  it  over  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Stk-vchan.  Tliat  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  jSTow,  did  you  play  a  role  in  seeing  to  it  that  this  money 
did  get  back  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  specifically  what  you  did  and  to  whom 
you  gave  the  monev  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  Well,  Mr.  Dean  called  me  and  asked  me  to  call  Mr. 
LaRue.  I  called  Mr.  LaRue  and  he  asked  me  if  I  could  bring  the  ' 
amount  which  John  Dean  had  specified  to  him  at  his  apartment  that 
evening  on  the  way  home  from  work.  Mr.  LaRue  was  the  senior  cam- 
paign official  at  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President,  and  I  de- 
cided that  I  would  drop  it  by  at  his  apartment. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  much  was  it  that  you  received  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  Well,  my  recollection  is  that  it  was  $40,000.  I  know 
John  Dean  has  testified  that  it  was  either  $40,000  or  $70,000  and  Mr. 
LaRue  has  said  it  was  $50,000. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  actually  delivered  the 
balance  to  Mr.  LaRue? 

Mr.  Strachan.  Yes,  I  did. 

j\rr.  Dash.  ^Vho  instructed  you  to  do  that  ? 

Mr.  StpvAChan.  I  wasn't  instructed  to  do  that,  really.  Again,  Mr. 
Dean  called  me  and  said,  "Well,  it  is  time  we  get  the  balance  back  to 
the  committee.  Why  don't  you  call  Mr.  LaRue?"'  I  called  Mr.  LaRue; 
he  said,  "Can  you  drop  it  by  at  my  apartment?"  I  said  "Yes." 

John  Dean  said  get  a  receipt  for  the  entire  amount. 

So,  I  went  to  Mr.  LaRue's  apartment,  gave  him  the  money,  asked 
him  for  a  receipt.  He  said,  "You  will  have  to  talk  to  John  Dean  about 
getting  a  receipt,  I  will  not  give  you  one." 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  this  the  time  when,  in  your  statement,  you  indicated 
that  Mr.  LaRue  put  on  gloves  to  take  the  money  out  of  the  bag? 

jVfr.  Strachan.  Yes,  that  was  the  occasion. 

JNIr.  Dash.  After  he  did  that  did  you  find  it  somewhat  unusual  to 
ask  him  for  a  receipt  ?  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Str-vchan.  Well,  I  was  quite  surprised  but  those  had  been  my 
instructions  to  ask  for  a  receipt. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  did  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  So  I  asked  for  a  receipt. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  didn't  get  any  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  No,  I  didn't. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  were  you  aware  at  any  time  that  that  money  was 
being  used  for  the  payment  of  the  legal  fees  for  the  defendants  m  the 
AVatergate  case  and  the  support  of  their  families? 

Mr.  Str.\chan.  No,  I  was  not,  and  I  was  quite  surprised  to  learn 

out  it  because 


I        be 


Mr.  Dash.  When  did  you  first  learn  about  it  ? 
Mr.  Strachan.  In  the  press,  because  within  a  couple  of  weeks  or  a 
month  before  I  delivered  it  to  Mr.  LaRue  I  had  talked  about  the  money 
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also  told  them  of  the  increasinfr  demands  being  made  for  mone}-.  I  told 
them  I  was  going  to  Xew  York  that  afternoon  beL'aii.=;e  Mitchell  had 
requested  that  I  come  visit  him  regarding  tlie  deinands  being  made  and 
told  them  I  would  also  play  the  tape  for  him.  My  instructions  from 
this  meeting  were  to  tell  ^Mitchell  to  take  care  of  all  these  problems. 

^'V\lien  we  came  out  of  this  i)rivate  meeting,  Elirliclmian  told  Mr. 
Mianick,  \vho  had  been  waiting  to  meet  witli  him.  tliat  we  iiad  been 
talking  about  reorganization  matters.  This  position  was  taken  because 
Minnick  was  at  Camp  David  for  that  purpose  and  it  would  seem  to  be 
a  very  logical  thing  that  I  miglit  be  discussing  with  Haldeman  and 
Ehrlichman.  In  fact,  in  our  private  meeting  there  was  no  discussion 
of  the  reorganization  at  all. 

After  a  brief  discussion  about  reorganization  matters,  I  departed 
Camp  David  and  returned  to  Washington  and  then  flew  to  Xew  York 
witl\  Mr.  Stans.  Stans  had  told  me  some  da\  s  earlier  that  lie  was  going 
to  meet  with  ^Ir.  ilitchell  to  discuss  a  number  of  nratters  about  wind- 
ing down  the  reelection  committee  and  asked  me  to  join  him. 

Senator  Er\ix.  There  is  a  vote.  I  will  stay  here  and  proceed  with 
the  committee  and  ask  them  to  hold  the  vote  until  I  can  get  over  and 
somebody  can  come  back  and  take  over  so  I  can  get  over  and  vote. 

Mr.  Dean.  Thank  you. 

Stans  had  arranged  for  the  meeting  with  ^litchell  to  take  place  at 
the  ^[etropolitan  Club  in  New  York  City,  because  Stans  was  anxious 
to  return  to  Washington  as  soon  as  the  meeting  was  over  and  did  not 
want  to  go  down  to  Wall  Street  and  get  tied  up  in  traffic.  After  the 
first  part  of  the  meeting  where  Stans  and  Mitchell  discussed  their 
problems,  Stans  departed  and  I  played  the  tape  for  ^Mitchell.  I  recall 
that  lie  had  only  one  reaction  to  the  tape  and  it  was  to  the  effect  that  it 
was  certainly  a  self-serving  tape  for  Colson  and  he  wondered  what  the 
hell  ffunt  was  talking  about  with  regard  to  ^Mitchell's  having  perjured 
himself.  I  informed  ^litchell  that  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  had 
heard  the  tape  and  requested  that  he  do  what  he  could  to  solve  the 
problem.  I  received  no  instruction  or  really  any  indication  at  all  at  that 
time  from  Mitchell  regarding  the  matters  that  Hunt  had  raised  in  his 
conversation  with  Colson. 

To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  was  the  first  week  of  December 
that  Mitchell  called  me  and  said  that  we  would  have  to  use  some  of  the 
ii>;}.50,000  fund  to  take  care  of  the  demands  tliat  were  being  made  by 
Hunt  and  the  others  for  money.  He  indicated  that  the  money  that  was 
taken  out  would  be  returned  in  order  that  the  fund  could  be  made 
whole  again.  He  asked  me  to  get  Haldeman's  approval. 

Prior  to  Mitchell's  call,  I  had  been  informed  by  Colson's  secretary 
that  Mrs.  Hunt  had  called  her  at  home  on  a  lumiber  of  occasions  to 
discu.ss  this  problem  with  her  in  order  that  she  might  pass  it  on  to 
Colson  and  get  something  done  about  the  problem.  Colson  had  sent 
his  secretary-.  Miss  Joan  Hall,  to  me  with  these  messages  indicating 
that  he  did  not  want  to  talk  to  her  about  it  but  that  she  should  pass 
the  message  on  to  me.  I  told  Miss  Hall  not  to  talk  to  Mrs.  Hunt  and, 
^f  necessary,  get  an  unlisted  phone  number. 

.\fter  the  phone  call  from  Mitchell,  T  called  Haldeman  and  described 
the  situation  in  full  to  him  and  that  T  liad  told  Mitchell  that  1  was 
very  leluctant  to  see  A^Tiite  House  money  used  bat  that  he  indicated 
that  it  would  be  returned  as  soon  as  thev  could  raise  some  additional 
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money.  I  told  Haldeman  that  I  did  not  think  this  was  a  good  idea  to 
further  in\-olve  the  Vi'hite  rlouse  in  raising  money  for  these  men  bur 
I  frankly  had  no  answer.  Haideinan  said  he  did  not  like  it  cither.  Init 
since  we  had  the  assurance  that  the  money  would  be  returned,  I  should 
inform  Strachan  that  he  could  make  the  delivery  of  the  money  to  the 
committee.  Following  my  conversation  witli  Haldeman  I  called 
Strachan  and  told  him  he  should  speak  with  LaRue  and  make  a  deliv- 
ery to  LaRue  pui-suant  to  LaRue's  instruction.  I  also  informed 
Strachan  that  he  should  anticipate  the  fact  tliat  we  would  get  tliis 
money  back  in  the  near  future.  I  do  not  recall  how  much  money  was 
delivered  by  Strachan  but  I  believe  it  was  either  ?viO.O(X)  or  $~0,o6o. 

This  delivery  did  not  satisfy  the  demands  and  they  continued  to 
be  relayed  by  5lr.  Bittman  to  'ilr.  O'Brien,  who,  in  turn,  would  relay 
them  to  'Slv.  ilitchell,  Mr.  LaRue,  and  myself,  I,  in  turn,  would  tell 
Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  of  the  demands.  I  can  recall  LaRue  and 
O'Brien  coming  to  my  office  to  discuss  these  d-^mand:';  and  T  told 
them  that  there  could  be  no  further  use  of  the  '^^Tiite  House  money 
and.  in  fact,  to  the  contrary,  Haldeman  was  expecting  that  that  money 
which  had  be€n  provided  earlier  was  to  be  returned  in  fidl. 

To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  was  some  time  shortly  before  the 
trial  when  the  demands  reached  the  crescendo  point  once  again. 
O'Brien  and  LaRue  came  to  my  office  and  told  me  of  the  seriousness 
of  the  problem.  Subsequently,  ilitchell  called  me  and  told  me  that 
once  again  I  should  ask  Haldeman  to  make  available  the  necessary 
funds.  I  called  Haldeman  and  told  him  of  [Mitchell's  request  and  the 
situation  and  told  him  that  I  thought  it  was  time  to  get  the  entire 
money  out  of  the  "\^^^ite  House  rather  than  continue  as  we  were  with, 
even'  few  weeks,  further  bites  being  taken  out  of  the  apple.  After 
we  discussed  the  matter  Haldeman  said,  send  the  entire  damn  bundle 
to  them  but  make  sure  that  we  get  a  receipt  for  $350,000.  After  receiv- 
ing my  instructions  from  Plaldeman  I  called  Strachan  and  told  him 
that  he  was  to  deliver  the  remainder  of  the  money  to  LaRue  but  that 
he  was  to  make  certain  that  he  got  a  receipt  for  $350,000.  Strachan 
later  told  me  that  LaRue  had  refused  to  give  him  a  receipt. 

With  each  of  these  deliveries  I  am  only  aware  of  the  fact  that 
money  was  delivered  to  LaRue  by  Strachan.  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
how  LaRue  in  turn  delivered  it  to  those  who  were  making  demands 
upon  the  committee,  nor  do  I  know  how  much,  in  fact,  was  paid. 


Huxt's  Stattts  After  the  Death  of  His  Wife 

After  ^Mrs.  Hunt  was  tragically  killed  on  December  8,  1972,  Paul 
O'Brien  informed  me  that  he  had  learned  from  William  Bittman  that 
Hunt  was  in  very  bad  shape.  He  had  become  extremely  depressed 
and  grieved  over  the  death  of  his  wife. 

I  also  recall  that  the  funeral  of  [Mrs.  Hunt  created  a  serious  dilemma 
for  Colson,  who  had  known  the  Hunts'  personally  and  was  veiy  fond 
of  them  both,  but  was  very  concerned  about  in  any  way  publicly 
identifA'ing  himself  with  Mr.  Hunt.  Accordingly,  he  came  to  ask 
me  if  he  should  attend  ^Irs.  Hunt's  funeral  and  I  told  him  that  I 
thought  he  o\ight  to  do  whatever  he  felt  in  his  heart — that  certainly 
attending  her  funeral  could  not  in  any  way  be  deemed  to  show  he 
was  in  any  way  involved  with  Hunt  in  the  Watergate.  Colson  ini- 
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On  November  28,  I  got  a  rail  from  John  Dean,  or  it  may  have  been 
a  da\'  or  two  before  November  28  which  led  to  an  action  on  Novem- 
ber 28,  saving  that  the  $350,000  fund  which  liad  been  turned  over  to 
Strachan  in  April  had  been  depleted  by  S22,000;  S22,000  had  been  used 
for  some  purpose.  vSmee  it  was  a  fund  for  polling,  1  just  assumed  that 
^  was  for  polling. 

~  He  said  that  he  would  like  very  much  to  have  that  fund  restored 
to  $350,000  so  that  if  he  ever  had  to  account  for  it,  it  would  be  intact. 
And  as  a  matter  of  fact,  along  about  that  time,  we  began  discussions 
about  whether  or  not  the  $350,000  might  be  given  to  the  finance 
committee  and  taken  into  its  receipts.  But  he  indicated  it  was  quite 
important  that  he  have  $22,000  to  restore  the  fund. 

So  I  gave  him  $22,000  out  of  the  money  that  I  had  received  through 
Tim  Babcock,  on  November  28.  He  sent  Gordon  Strachan  of  the 
White  House  staff  over  to  the  office  to  pick  it  up. 

Now,  the  other  $17,000  that  I  had  received  from  Tim  Babcock  I 
gave  to  Fred  LaRue  as  a  payment  on  account  of  the  $30,000  that  he 
had  given  me  to  give  back  to  the  Philippine  national.  So  that  $39,000 
was  expended  and  those  transactions  have  all  been  reported  to  the 
~eneral  Accounting  Office  in  our  last  report. 

Mr.  B.\RKER.  Senator  Montoya,  for  the  record,  I  might  indicate 
that  in  Mr.  Dash's  questioning  on  June  6  of  Mr.  Sloan  at  page  1254, 
he  refers  to  the  $81,000  figure,  consisting  of  $18,000  and  $63,000. 

Senator  Montoya.  I  received  that  information  from  the  transcript 
of  the  interview  which  indicates  the  sum  of  $89,000,  so  there  must 
have  been  a  typographical  error  but  on  page  4  of  the  interview  of  which 
we  have  a  record  it  indicates  $89,000. 

Now,  let's  go  back  to  the  cashier's  check  that  Mr.  Dahlberg  got  in 
Miami  and  brought  to  Washington  and  then  went  back  to  Miami  and 
was  cashed.  Now  was  the  cashier's  check  for  $25,000,  was  that  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Dahlberg? 

Mr.  St.^ns.  Yes,  it  was  on  a  Miami  bank  payable  to  Kenneth 
Dahlberg. 

Senator  Montoya.  Did  he  endorse  it? 

Mr.  Stans.  Yes,  he  did.  He  endorsed  it  just  before  he  gave  it  to  me. 

Senator  Montoya.  Who  cashed  it? 

Mr.  Stans.  Well,  I  don't  know  for  a  fact  who  cashed  it  except  that 
I  gave  it  to  Mr.  Sloan  at  the  first  opportunity.  Mr.  Sloan  discussed  it 
with  our  generaJ  coimsel,  Mr.  Liddy,  and  according  to  Mr.  Sloan, 
Mr.  Liddy  undertook  to  cash  it. 

Senator  Montoya.  That  is  all,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ervin.  It  is  sort  of  a  warm  day  and  the  -svitness  has  been 
on  the  stand  for  a  long  time.  It  is  apparent  we  can't  finish  today  so 
without  objection  on  the  part  of  some  member  of  the  committee  we 
will  stand  in  recess  until  10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning,  Thank  you. 

[Whereupon,  at  4:30  p.m.,  the  committee  recessed,  to  reconvene  at 
10  a.m.,  Wednesday,  June  13,  1973.] 
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:^';oR^>:^;DU^: 


SUBJECT  :• 


H  .  R  .    HAL  D  £:■!?..:■; 
gohdo:j  strachan  ^ 

Political  flatters 


Finances 


1)  Herb  KalT?i>ach  reviewed  his  current  financial  situation 
and  related  hard  decisions  with  the  Attorney  General  and 
Secretary  Stans  on  January  28.   Kalmbach  asked  that  you 
consider: 


^/V  .-^U- 


r 


a)  Of  the  T  2/'^'""^  T<; ::,  1  T-^K - -^  ^ -.-  . -,.-v,-^i  p,p^-n  „^  nn^^^^^^^,-, 
unde^^-iiri-s— personal  control.   From  the  original  1.2, 
-c^ent  to  Lee  Nunn  for  the  Kentucky  Governorship  P.ace ;  Sjl- 
v;ent  to  Cauinela  lor  iDc.i!av.e>-igc; ;  and  TD  has  been  disbursed 
to  Derge  for  polling  over  the  last  six  months.   Of  the 
900,  230  is  in "green" boxes ,  570  is  in  a  New  York  checking 
account  and  120  is  in  a  Newport  checking  account; 


b)  In  light  of  the  campaign  spending  legislation, 
Stans,  Kalrcbach,  and  Dean  recommend  that  the  69  0  in        ■/•'> 
accounts  be  spread_  back  into  legal  commit tees__3iid^__kept  yy^ 
under  Finance  Chairman  Stans'  control.   Th<[f230_^£ee5Z^f-'Z>'  h 
would  be  put  in  a  Riggs  box  with  access  by  aS^    combination'' ^^ 
of'  tv70  of  the  following  people:   Tom  Evans,  Hev7  York  — f'^^'^-if' 
France  Raine,  Jr.  (who  Kalmh^ach  wants  to  use  generally  .•- «>'^^^'^ 
in  the  finance  area)"  — "ana  Kaimba'ch."  If  ifais  recom-  '^^  'j 
mendation  is  not  accepted  Kalmiach  is  willing  to  retain 
personal  control  of  the  900  and  run  the  very  high  risk 
ol^ violating  the  crxminal  provisions  of  the  campaign 
spending  legislation.   Stans  is  opposed  to  paying  for 
any  polls  other  than  through  a  correct  com-nittee;  the 
risk  from  using  green  is  just  too  hich.  in  _^ 

Recommendation:       .  .^-~^ 


■r\ 


Hi 


That  the  advice  oj^tans,  Kalmbach,  and  Dean  be  followed 
in  that  the  690  >^vould  be  put  in  legal  cominittees;  that 


only  the/5?CT7  green  would  be  held  under  Kalmbach 's  pei 
control  ;^^-5?r3  that  any  polling  v;ould  be  paid  for  by"^ 


jonal 


reguj-ar    rJixon 


i:-.rrarove 


'naace    Committees. 

/      ^- 

Disaoo: 


-a'.- 
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c)    Kcilr-bsch   is   vicy   coric^rnad   about   hla    invol'/-2ri2r>'_    in 
tlie    milk   producers    situation..      He   believes    that   Jacobsen 
and   fialso'.i    vill    deliver    t^.ough    they   hava   cut   the   original 
2,000    cor-:Ti.itni2nt   back    to    1,000.       KaliTbach' s    co-icerr.    centers 
arour.d    the    recent   press    disclosures    that    link    Jack 
Gleason    and    the    '70    carr.paign   election    funding.       Kalrrbach 
will    accept    the    risk   of   being    subpoened   by    the    court    in 
connection   with    the   Nader   railk    suit.       The   Attornev   General 
believes    Kalmbach    should    continue    to   handle    the   cilk 
project,    but   Kalmbach  wants   your    advice. 

Recommendation : 


That   Kalrobach  not   be    involved   in   the   milk   project 
because   of   the   risk   of   disclosure. 


x!;--"  &^rJ5      _^ Approve  Disapprove ; 

v^yi      ^b    ^^  ' -y — ^^ 

•>  ■  ■  * 

d)  Kalmbach  cleared  the  Ed  Nixon  campaign  post  with 

the  Attorney  General.   Ed  Nixon  will  begin  February  1st, 
at  25  per  year  plus  expenses,  living  costs,  and  travel. 
Kalmbach  estimates  the  total  will  be  "thrilling"  but  is 
pleased  that  he  will  be  off  the  Foundation  payroll. 

e)  Governor  Nelson  Rockefeller  is  in.  Kalmbach ' s  100  club 

with  a  250  commitment. 

2)  Stans  will  officially  move  to  the  Nixon  Finance  Conutiittee 
_^^(_4'i  on  February  16.   In  the  meantime,  he,  KalmJDach,  Hofgren,- 

'S'  Nurua,  .and. „S loan  are  conducting  a  60-  day  blitz-to  get 

^^  funds  in  before  the  c£unpaign  spending  legislation 

-j,^  '  becomes  lav/. 

\irhen  Stans  arrives  at  17.01  he  vi?ill  send  a  personal  letter 
to  the  5000/$3000+  contributors.   He  will  also  authorize 
amuch  larger  Walter  Wentz  —  Readers  Digest  direct  mail 
appeal  from  various  lists. 

The  current  financial  position  of  1701  is  3,600  received, 
1,300  disbursed,  leaving  a  1,600  balance  of  which  only 
50  is  in  green. 

Stans  is  moving  into  operational  responsibility,  but  there 
is  still  no  budget  set  for  the  various  parts  of  the  1701 
ef forts . 

Thrc;.;gh  Kal.^bach,  Siran.s  i.s  request  Lny  Executive  Mess 
Pr  Lv  I  li;^'^'"-^  -  ^^'■='    y"'--  'Ti'^y  ■'"'.^Cc'ill  ,  Cabinet  Orfici'rs  have 
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honorary  mimb-.irsp.ip j-  in  ths  r(;^o■ular  ■/•hite  House  Stdi 
M23.-;.   To  my  knov/lodge,  only  Secretary  -"voclgson  uses 
this  pri>/ilege. 

naconungndation  :    ,  j 


\-5  That  Stans  rsccivs  Executive  r-!2S3  orivilcqe: 


-I'SC^        Approve ,.-  -^   .         ,-  Disaporove 


CoiTinent 


Harry  Dent 

1)  He  believes  that  the  President's  "drop  by"  at  the  Bob 
Brown  dinner  \-ias   one  of  the  most  important,  successful, 
politically  astute  moves  made  toward  blacks  in  this 
Administration; 

2)  Hugh  Chatham  may  seek  and  win  the  North  Carolina  Senate 
seat  in  1972;  Pete  Domenici  may  beat  Dave  Cargo  for  the 
nomination  to  seek  the  New  Mexico  Senate  seat; 

3)  Thurston  Morton  may  lead  a  drive  to  get  Louie  Nunn  into 

the  Kentucky  Senate  race  if  there  is  some  financial  assistance; 

4)  The  frist  practical  test  of  the  Harry  Dent  theory  of 
obtaining  black  votes  has  developed  since  your  meeting  v/ith 
Mr.  Dent  during  the  week  of  January  12.   Don  Johnson  of 
the  Veterans  Administration  reports  that  the  Urban  League 

■  claims  that  the  President  promised  Whitney  Young,  in  Oval 
Office  meetings,  9  million  in  make-v/ork  projects.   Dant 
says  there  is  no  written  record  of  this  promise.   Dent  says 
Len  Garment  v/ill  favor  creating  these  jobs  for  the  Urban 
■  '  -       League.   Garment  has  not  been  contacted  personally  because   '  " 
he  has  been  on  a  trip  and  unavailable.   Dent  is  convinced 
that  Don  Johnson  can  reject  this  request  without  undue  political 
flak.   Dent  strongly  recommends  that  he  do  so,  and  that  any 
available  funds  be  channelled  to  Dent/Bob  Brown  recruited 
blacks  who  can  deliver  for  the  President  on  November  7,  1972. 
I  am  not  sure  v/hether  you  have  discussed  Dent's  theory  of 
Southern  black  voters  v/ith  the  Attorney  General.   Dent  has 
not  contacted  the  Attorney  General. 

Recommendation ; 

y-  p.y^X.     ■'■-  i'°^  1-ave  not  discussed  th-2  Dent/Brown  theory  with  the 

O'^'  I  ..^         Atl-.orney  General,  Dent  should  be  advised  to  do  so  and  then 

'^j  J     fTl'.ov.'  the  Attorney  General's  advice  on  the  disposition  of  -.the 
Urb-jn  League  rQqur:?t' 

■"?;---•  ' -', •  'T'  i)  Ls.ip^irown 

Coivir.  ,-. :- ' _  ^ /^ 
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3) 

Ka 

att 

Fra 

sin 

in 

v/as 

att 

or 


Roy  a 
rv-  n 
.v.ad. 
r.k  S 
ilar 
1972 

on 
ache 
ra  je 


i'i'.rY   Woods  and  Clark  MacGrt-^gor  vr'^re  ip.vited  to 
;jnt's  Political  Issue:;  Group  naatir.g  but  did  not 

At  that  meeting  all  strongly  urgad  that  yc-i  tell 
hakaspsare  to  make  sure  no  USIA  prestige  poll 
to  the  one  that  damaged  Mixon  in  1960  is  conducted 
A  talking  paper  was  prepared  for  you,  but  there 
''-  a  "check  mark"  on  the  cover  memorandum  (original 
d  at  Tab  A)  with  no  indication  whether  you  accepted 
cted  the  advice  of  the  Political  issues  group. 


Yes,  Haldeman  will  cover  with  Shakepseare 

No,  the  Attorney  General  will  cover  with  Shal^aspeare 

Neither   Haldeman   nor  the  Attorney  General  will  cover  it. 


drop  the  suggestion 


Other 


According  to  Hagruder,  rumors  are  circulating  m  the 
Washinaton  Press  Corps  that  Shakespeare  will  be  leaving 
USIA  to  join  the  Campaign.   Magruder  checked  witn  the 
Attorney  General  and  he  confirmed  that  Shakespeare  will 
not  join  the  Campaign. 


Fred  LaRue 


& 


H°  has  b-gun  sitting  in  the  Campaign  Strategy  meetings,  working 
with  Flemming,  and  generally  making  a  contribution  to  the 
Campaign. 

Thr-  Attorney  General  has  asked  LaRue  to  assume  supervisory 
control  of  the  RNC .   In  that  connection,  LaRue  has  as.^ed  .hat   - 
vou  send  the  memorandum  attached  at  Tab  B  to  the  White  House 
Staff.   It  would  enable  LaRue  to  determine  who  xs  as.-cing 
for  V7hat  at  the  RNC .  >,^-/_  _^v^     -  ^  »*      ? 


Cliff  Miller 

On  January  27  Miller  told  the  Attorney  General  that  Harry 
Flemming  and  the  field  operation  needed  Fred  LaRue  co  add 
stature  and  ability.   The  Attorney  General  agreed  ana  plans 
on  meeting  with  Flemming  and  LaRue  this  week. 

The  Attorney  General  told  Miller  that  he  would _ set  the  date ^ 
of  his  o-ficial  move  to  1701  in  a  discussion  wiLh  tr.e  irc-^ia^ 
on  J--u-i'-y  29.   Miller  doe.-,  not  know  what  was  ciecidea. 


4qfc 
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2Z^ anRnnN  f^vmnnAN  mfmoeandiim^   pf.beiiary  i,    layp. 


RMC    Convent 


,1)  John  Dcaa  sairunari-ed  an  Intelli^rerice  Evaluation  Co".i-'-.= 
renorc  on  .r.e  deTO'-s  trahions  planned  for  the  R^oublicV-  '"" 
Kacional  Convention  in  San  Diego  (Tab  C)  ,-     "  ^  -^-Li-c... 

•-12)  Bill  Tirrunons  subr^dtted  three  raarp.oranda  <-o  th=  A-tn-n--. 
vSm/'^'';?^''^^  °"  ^^"  "^^^5°  ^^"^^  the  1972  Convention.  "Th=^  f^^s^' 
•^^J  indicates  that  original  estii^ates  of  income  and  c^sts^must 
/be  revisea  substantially.   As  to  income,  tbe  City  of  San 
Diego  IS  failing  to  honor  its  co.-rmitir.ent  to  nay  for 
thrT?T^?L^-^J^  expenses.   The  r:ic  is  "reluctanf  to  acceot 
the  ITT-Sheraton  money.   Expenses  projected  by  Dick  Hern^n 
tZ   ???  ^==^"tial.   Tiiru-nons  is  asking  for  authority  from 
the  Attorney  General  to  direct  Herman  to  cut  expanses  and 
force  San  Diego  to  deliver  on  its  coiroitments .   Thlsecon-^    ' 
memorandum  describes  the  success  Tin^-nons  had,  working  wi'th 
CvVe>^I    lut  ^^^°l'}^y   Gf-^^^fl'  i"  persuading  Senator  Scott  to  accodt 
%-?^^    !J^  P°;i^°^  °^   "°°^  leader".   Finally,  Timn'.ons  notes  "^ 
■   h«      It  an^^mvestigative  reporter  working  on  what  nay 

be  a  rather  negai'ive  article  on  San  Dieco,  the  RNC  Conv^nhLn 

-ft  Tab  D)?''°''  '"'''^-  ^^^^^°-'  t^--  memoranda  are  ^ttlShed' 


Jack  Gleason 

As  you  know   Jack  Gleason 's  name  has  appeared  in  the  recen- 
milk  money"  stories  in  the  STAR.   Gleason  is  "sick  a^nlled 
up  with  this  type  of  material  appearing  in  the  press" 
Gleason  blames  Bob  O'Dell  and  Eleanor  Williams  at  the"RNC 
However   Gleason  is. also. mad  at  Colson  stemming  from  Colson's 

summoning"  him  to  his  office  and  "accusing"  cLason  o? 
leaking  derogatory  information  to  the  press  about  Colson 
Gleason  is  seeking  advice  whether  he  should  have  a  qu^et'  off 
the  record,  ^discussion-w-ith  reporters  Jules  Whitcover'ard  °olk 
to  demonstrate  that  Gleason  is  a  "nice"  guy.   It's  hard  ?o 
imagine  a  worse  idea  than  having  Gleason  talk  with  reporters 
.^but  told  Gleason  I  would  check.  'n 

"^  ■  *^^Ti 

(Vr    ^Yes,  Gleason  see  reporters  /  uP^ 

5^  ""^^y^y^fLWo,  Gleason  should  continou  to  avoid  reporters"      - 

,^^^^        other  ^ 

•1? 

Don  P.LOS  fold 


One  m-.,oranai-  on  the  consc^rv.. tive  rocruit-ont  oroc-lu-o 
rr.'jland  arrived.  An  anonymous  nomoranduT  on  fr-e  Indiir.  ^ 
si'-ur.tion  \\}  c::-3    cultivation  oj  rr'..-ip  MLllor.  ^  '" 


^^Q 
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?. q ruder' 5    Proi3cLs_ 

1)    schedule    MaLt.r.    --    upaa..^    x..^^   ^-    -----^-^^^^^^-.---^ 


-   Updated    lists    of    surrogate    caridiaat. 
aoo3o\rances    in   Kev/ 


'--'  -    :'^::..n.^    in   Kev/  Har.pshire    and   Florioa 


Tao  -.   -.^^ 


o;-A^      ,    ,-  .  .-     vou  ask-d  what  the  various  Admrnxst:ra._Lon 
2)  Older  Voters  --  You  ^-^-^  "^   ^^    .^de-  voters.   Ken 
■•-OEficials  were  doxng  to  ^"^r;^^^;.  ^^cki  Keller  of  the  Domestic 
cole  does  not  -^^^^^^^^^^P^^^^/i^^^Jr  ti'l-   Buti  Evans,  Colson's 
Council  but  does  ^^S^^^^^^^f f ^^'^^llowing  an  older  voter 
older  voter's  pro:ecr  "^^^f  ;!,,tc^   A  fin^l  version  of  the 
plan  developed  in  Colson  ^  o.rxc    ^j^^^^^^orney  General.   Keller 
f^   ,  fcr^Ja::^'arf  .oSn  tttrA&rll  Lingand  Lnn.  .odd  of 
%)\  ?he  C^^^ittee  to  Ke-Ele^  "'^^""'^1  "^ 
^V^^X^         -'V'y'-'^^'^'^^'^  ■^■^^'l^'^^r^^^^  quite  upset  by  your 

f^  3)  Magruder  as  Spokesman  ^  /^l^^^-"   ^enlral  indicating   ^ 

January  ^^  -exnorandurr.  to  -^^''spokesLn  for  the  CaiPpaign.  -^ 
•  that  Magruder  should  nor  D^  ^^^^^he  Attorney  General  agree 
Magruder  emphasizes  thar  Je  and  rhe  Atcor  y     ^     ^^_^^  ^^^^ 
but  that  since  May  untxl  February  7  ^^^ere  ^a 
could  "get  out  the  lines  ^-^f^^=;^^t"w4e  quitl'positive. 
three  series  of  -f-"^^^"=  ^^ertes  around  the  time  of  the 
S^o^fey  Ge^era?n^L:ef  rut  sSui:.ay  will^^^andle^the 
Jo^Ittee's  relations  with  the  press  au  tha.  cxm. . 

4)  polling  -  ----^-^L'trde^Uverrhin-olf  results 
give  Bob  Teeter  tnree  weeks  to  ae±iv  ,^  ^^^^r  believes 
Scheduled  or  seek  employment  ^ll^'r^^^l'^^f^   3rid  the  projects 

teeter  will  --^^^-.t^evertLcL;!?^  polling  system  is 
you  have  requested.   "f''^^^^'  ^^^^_  receiving  chunks  of  survey 
Lrrently  workxng  P^^^^^ :  ^f  ^3^f,J  whatshould  be  held  by 
data  with  no  recommendations  ^^/°"^  should  be  distributed 
you  and  the  Attorney  General  and^nat^sho  ^^^^^^^^  ^^ 

to  Peter  Dailey,  Ha.ry  *  "^^^"^^  J  ,  welcome  the  assignment  of 
Cam.paign  Strategy  Group    1;^°^^;^^^^°  ^.ta  for  release,  and 
reviewing  these  materials   recomm    ^^^^^^^^.^^  ^  ^,,i,h 
processing  requests  to  Tester  ^^^  Attorney 
Magruder  is  urging,  is  a  meetiuy      f,   ^^   polling 
General,  Teeter,  and  Magruder  to  resolve  thp ^ ^  ^J^^  ^^^   ^^^ 
problems  of  the  quantity  and  quality  or 
access  to  polling  information. 
Halde^an  meet  with  the  Attorney  General,  Magruder.  and 

Teeter 

Strachr.n  revi^v;  polling  materials 


^"<^  7  7 


J 
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Febru-r.r.-  16,  15  72 


r:2-:0RANDUM  FOH: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 


0012U.iJ 


K.R.  HALDEMAN 
GORDO:-J  STPACHA?-;  f^ 
Political  Matters 


Finances 


IL^ierb   Kalmiiach.  v;ill    serve    as   Associate    Chairman   of    the 
'finance   Coirunittee   under   Secretary   Stans .      The  Attorney 

General  concurs . 

2)  K,>4nibach  cleared  with  the  Attorney  General  and  Stans 

te  350  in  green  under  your  unquestioned  personal  control. 
A  separate  box  of  green  is  being  developed  for  the  Campaign. 

3K,^S<^linbach  will  receive  an  additional  100  from  Dick  Watson 
in  Paris  raising  Watson's  total  from  200  to  300. 

4)  Karlmbach  is  working  with  the  milk  people  to  increase 
•fe  233  currently  banked  to  1,000  by  April  7. 

5)  Kalrjb'ach  sav;  Don  .Nixon  and  informed  him  that  he  should 
chapiral,  all  requests  of  the  White  House  through  Kalmbach . 

tiTis  is  exactly  the  same  treatment  Jack  Drown  receives. 

6)  Ka'^lnbach  granted  the  fullrtima  gardner  at  San  Clemente, 
Brijgar^  Garcia,  a  $25  per  month  raise  bringing  his  monthly 

flary  to  $539.00. 

7)  Concer'ning  the  Stair  stienry  on  Kalmbach,  discussions  with 
John  Dean,  Fred  Malek,  Jack  Gleason,  Hugh  Sloan,  Jeb 
Magruder,  and  Herb  Kalmbach  developed  these  tentative  con- 
clusions: 

a)  The  material  is  primarily  the  result  of  thorough 
investigative  reporting  by  skilled  nev;spaperrcen ; 

b)  The  material  was  probably  not  directly  leaked  but 
rather  the  result  of  careless,  loose  talk  disclosing 
the  only  new  information,  Kalmbach 's  name; 

c)  Information  from  196  8  may  have  come  from  Dan  Hofgren 
(Herb  Kalmbach  lectured  him  harshly) ;  the  19  70  information 

m?v^h^c  come  from  Eleanor  Williams  (Jack  Gleason  and 
•f?rb  KalmJDach  say  she  is  vindictive  and  cannot  be  influenced) 
and  the  1972  information  may  have  com.e  from  Jon  Huntsman, 
who  was  mentioning  Kalmbachs  name  to  people  when  leaving  tha 
White  House  Staff.   Kalmbach  personally  talked  to  him.  These 
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-0- 


ooiauu 


ten.tativ-j    conclusiDns    regarding    sources    of    Informati-: 


have    noh    been    conf  Lrr^-ed   by 


polvqrarjhs , 


'TV? 


nJvV^ 


•^8)  The    budget  comir.ittse  for  tha  Corinittoe  for  the  Re-Ei-;c:cior 
of  the  Prasident  v/ill  be  Stans  and  the  ?.ttorney  General 

Cs'Co-Chairnan,  Kerb  Kalnbach  as  Associate  Chairman^  and 
_&s-"Nunn,  Cliff  Miller,  and  Fred  :!alek  as  Tr^erbars.   Magruder 
is  not  on  the  CoTCT:'.ittee .   Paul  Barrik,  a  Stans'  recruit, 
v;ill  act  as  Controller  and  Hugh  Sloan  v/ill  continue  as 
Treasurer. 

9)  Within  the  strictly  finance  area,  Stans  v/ill  be  Chairman 
and  Leonard  Firestone,  Gus  Levy,  Max  Fisher,  John  Rollins, 
andjik-s.  Ogden  Phipps  will  serve  as  Co-Chairraen .   In 
rtouse  the  Vice  ChainTien  will  be  Dan  Hofgren,  Lee  Nunn, 

and  Newell  v:eed. 

10)  Stans'  coal  of  10,000  in  by  the  Campaign  Spending 
•^■egislation "effective  date  of  April  7  is  approximately 

one-third  ccmplete. 

11)  The  Campaign  has  raised  5,000  but  spent  2,000  in  its 
firstjiine  months.   Expenses  for  January  totalled  550  while 

fjected  expenses  for  February  are  900.   The  Attorney 
General  has  asked  Magruder  for  a  list  of  the  124  employees 
and  their  salaries.  _  _,        --     ^^    ^^       ~- 


Harry  Dent 


U 


9^^  ^-ft-^;^;^^^-^^ 


ha--cras  the  sou] 


1)  Magruder  brieves  h^--cfai'*'&.'e"sburce  o^/^he  February  14 
Evans  and  Novak  story  on  political  aides  at  the  VJhite 
HoMs^'   criticizing  the  "consciously  aiding"  comment  you 

-Inade.   The  meeting  could  nave  been  the  Campaign  Strategy 
Group  meeting  of  February  7.   Magruder  has  re-cast  the 
Campaign  Strategy  Group  to  exclude  Dent. 

2)  C>ent  advised  the  Attorney  General  that  if  Governor  Nunn 
oes   not  seek  John  Sherman  Cooper's  Senate  seat,  Robert 

Gable  should  be  encouraged.   Gable  is  a  wealthy ,  loyal 
Republican. 

3)^B§nt  advised  the  Vice  President  that  he  should  speak  to 
>rfie  California  Republican  Assembly  on  April  8.   Governor 
Reagan  urged  that  the  Vice  President  appear,  and  the  Vice 
President  accepted. 

4)  In  the  Nev/  Mexico  Senate  race  Dave  Cargo  may  cause 
prop-fe^s  in  the  GOP  primary  even  though  our  1970  candidate 

Governor,  Dom.enici,  is  the  only  one  v7ho  could  beat 

Damccrat,  Jack  Daniels. 
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5)  A  nationv/ido  votar  turnouc  survay  maicatOo  zai:..   on-.-/ 
in  tho  South  h?.s  there  bsen  a  rise  in  votc-r  turnout:,  v/hilci 
the  l-av  states,  Ohio  and  Missouri,  suffec-ad  a  decline  of 
.../  arid  8.1%  respectively  bet-een  19G0  and  19b3.   The 

'rise  in  the  South"  is  attributed  to  the  black  vote  vrhile  the 
decline  in  certain  states  is  attributed  to  apathy. 

6)  Vlallace  Henley  ir:onitors  George  Wallace  for  Harry  Dent 
thrmi'-j'h  Tom  Turnipseed,  VJallace's  former  Campaign  Manager. 
A^^^Eoird  party  challenge  by  Wallace  in  Noverrier  is  not 
anticipated  but  could  develop  if  Wallace  receives  enough 
money  and  publicity. 

7)  West-  Virginia  Governor  Arch  Moore  v/ill  seek  re-election 
accQ^^ng  to  Dent  because  he  has  a  poll  shov/ing  him. 
aSad  of  "^  Jay  Rockefeller.   The  President  leads  all 

■Democratic  contenders  in  West  Virginia  by  at  least  13% 
when  Wallace  is  in  the  race. 

8)  David  Treen  lost  the  Louisiana  Gubernatorial  race  to 
Congressman  Ed  Edwards  because  of  the  solidarity  of  the 
Dg.Trtot:ratic  Party  and  the  heavy  black  vote.   Dent  believes 

"that  this  relatively  narrov/  defeat  augurs  well  for  the 
President  even  if  Wallace  is  in  the  race. 

9)  In  North  Carolina,  Charlie  Jonas,  Jr.  has  turned  out 
to  be  a  v^eak  Nixon  Chairman  who  v/ill  not  dissociate  the 
Jim  Holshouser  effort  to  become  Governor.   Dent  has  assured 
___e  Attorney  General  that  he  will  continue  to  try  to 
separate  "the  Nixon  and  Holshouser  operations  and  to 
prevent  any  other  campaigns  from  tieing  into  the  President's 
campaign. 

Don  Rum.sfeld 

Ke/for^,varded  an  anonymous  political  assessm.ent  of  Hawaii 
^t-rMch  indicates  that  "the  likelihood  of  the  President 
carrying  Hawaii  seems  very  slender".   There  are  no  races  state  wids 
in  Hawaii  in  1972. 


Tom.  Evans 

1)  The  primary  responsibilities  of  the  RNC  in  the  1972 
Campaign  will  be  voter  registration,  voter  turnout,  and 
ballot'security .   The  registration  drive  (Target  '72) 
b^^g^n  in  Florida  and  Texas  in  January  and  v/ill  continue 
'through  the  spring.   Ed  DeBolt  at  the  RMC  is  the  man 
responsible  to  register  1  1/2  million  Republicans  by 
May  15  and  8  million  by  October  1972. 
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Tom  E-. 


n?    askeci    J; 


Maarudor 


CO    c&r.sure    John    i:ofton 
--0-   bi3    "nv;  wife    call    last   weak.       Evans    does    not    feel  ^ 

^''controls    Lofton.       Chuck   Colson    is    exerting   nore   con^ro. 
and   Moiiday   witli   only    occasj^s^-ial    corr.pla^^nts 


over   Lofc.on 

from  Evans 


Charlie   McWhorter 


X^#0 


During  the  camoaign  he  ylJ^^t^Sn^ue  ^  travel  a.  AT&T  s 
exoeiS-e    However   he  has  tenr/nated  his  formal  ties 

^'^the  Vice  President's  office  to  protect  against  any 

"suggestion  of  impropriety. 


Maqruder's  Projects 

1)  Advertising  —  The  newspaper  ads  that  Peter  Dailey 
prepared  and  you  reviewed  on  February  14  v/ill  run  m  Nev. 
Hamoshire.   You  did  not  view  the  TV  spots  whicn  are  n^ 
^heduled  to  run  in  New  Hampshire.   The  decision  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  media  campaign  in  Florida  will  be  made 
when  the  Florida  follow-up  telephone  poll  arrives. 

2)  New  Hampshire/Florida  --  The  extensive  direct  irail 
($75J)00  in  New  Hampshire  and  $100, 000  m  Florida)  and      _ 

tel^hone  ($25,000  in  New  Hampshire)  campaigns  are  continuing 
as  planned. 


3)  Wisconsin 
Agency 


uu^xii  --  A  campaign  plan  prepared  by  the  Davis 
for  Nixon  State  Chairman  John  Maclverhas  been 


Aaencv  tor  wixon  si:ai.t:  v^iiaj-j-m-^.'  ^^....   ..- _   _ 

submitted  to  Hagruder  for  review  before  submissj.on  ^3-.^^%  ^ 

Attorney  General.  ^^;^,^^^g_^jgL/^^;js:^^^^/0  ^.^tl.,^      ^ 

^■,___j „^,^4-«,-   1-Vio  f?iTm  director  at  1701,  "^ 


4)  Farm  —   Clayton  Yeutter,  the 


farm  director  at  1701,  -^ 
•rit^ohn  FoltzTvisited  Secretary  Butz ,  farm  Senators 
and  Congressmen,  and  worked  with  USDA  on  the  rural  development 

issue. 

5)  Elderly  —   Fred  Malek  has  been  asked  to  "untangle"  the 
Wkirte  House/1701  confusion.   His  report  is  due  Marcn  1. 
Khur TleSning  is  now  scheduled  by  the  1701  speakers  bureau. 
Danny  Todd  and  Peter  Dailey  are  re-working  HEW  films  for  me 
elderly. 

6)^.g1?^esmen  Resources  -   Schedules  for  New  Hampshire,  Florida 
"nd  Wisconsin  are  submitted  weekly. 


'Mt5l3^=^ 
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The  California  delegation  iLst  i.or  cne 
bG2n  submitted  to  the  Attornsy  Genaral . 


completed . 


7 


7)  Calitorn; 
Ris'C   Conv^ntion   has 

The  Lo^  Anqeles  Co ^  .  , 

5ae  Attornev  General  authorized  $150,000  for  a  special 
1,000,000  niw  young  voters  drive  in  California  under  ^he 
direction  of  Ken  Rietz . 

8)  Can.,oaign  Strategy  Group  —  At  the  February  7  meeting 
the'grouo  approved  the  title  for  the  cainpaign  newspaper  ■ 
fThe  Re-'^lector)  .   Bob  Teeter  infonped  the  group  uhau  the 
"Rg^sident  was  in  good  shape  in  17  of  19  target  states,   . 

<-<nd  was  running  ahead  of  his  19  5  8  TP.argin    Important 

issues  are  Vietnam,  inflation,  and  order/calmness  (in  the 
President's  favor),  environment ,_ race,  health  care  (even), 
unemployment,  crime/drugs  (negative)." 

9)  Cam.paign  Briefing  -  Fred  Malek  andjjJ  ^^'f^^^r  are 
considering  a  brierlng  for  the  White J/du|fe  ^ff  on  the 
activities  at  the  Committee  for  the  fejjAec^on   of  the 

President.         ^Z^  J^  ^    ^^U^^-^^^^  f^^^^ 

10)  Media  Monitoring  ~  Van  Shumway  is  establi^ing  state 
by  state  systems  to  review  press  coverage  and  to  counteract 
negative  comments .   The  Illinois  program  with  weekly  reporiis 
will  serve  as  the  model.   The  Attorney  General  does_ not 
receive  the  proposal,  bu        _   ^  ,    ^ 
j^,,„^,,^c>^  ■  c  r-nnnnrrence .  .  j     f  //.i       77.  J      "^/^  .  ^  .  .  ^_ 


G^ 


A^' 


^\0 


receive    the   proposal,    but   Shumway    xs  proceeding  with 
Slagruder's    concurrence.  ./    ^JAa^  jijCk^-^^-"^^^ 

.-.     „    i-^_„ 'iii--«=;:?r^  a  n-;  1    iiAiuLUuer   nave    asked   t 


■;:u<5 


11)  RNC  Convent 


__^  _. ^  and  iidyruaer  nave  asked  the 

Attorney  Genial -to  ^TabSlsh  a  permanent  office  in  San  _ 
Diego  withXick  Cudlio^  Executive  Director.   No  decision 
has  been  rQched^_JEiriinons  is  meeting  bi-weekly  with  Senauor 
Dole,  Rapre^^Hti^ive  John  Rhodes,  Dick  Herman,  John  Dean 
and  Bryce  Harlow  on  plans  for  the  Convention. 

L^i^f^w  York  —  The  Attorney  General  is  using  Bob  Marik_ 
<5^^ally~onsidered  the  best  man  at  1701)  as  the  sta.r 
Ian  for  regular  contact  with  Governor  Rockefeller's  staff- 

13)  Magruder  is  seeking  authority  for  approval  of  Campaign 
media  by  Cliff  Miller  instead  of  you  for  the  hhite  House. 
Reoeated  explanations  to  Magruder  that  youonly  lf'^^^^^% 
the  material  on  an  FYI  basis  have  not  convinced  him  tha.  tnis 
is  unnecessary.   Magruder  frequently  finesses  Miller  (e.g. 
th-  infamous  RNC  film)  in  spite  of  the  fact  tn.at  -^ll;^^^^ 
th^  f^-nal  m.edia  review  for  the  Attorney  General.   However 
lo.;  you"  interest  in  the  m.edia  materials  you  snould  con.mue 
to  receive  them  on  an  rvi,  not  approval,  ba^i=.- 


lAlJW?!*??^ 


.  Kf3 
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14)  rSf. jcuclar  and  Colson  aro  increasingly  at  oilJo.  The 
nosh  rec-J.nt  dispute  concerns  ths  "line"  as  to  v/hether 
Kurikie  should  be  personally  attacked  on  his  ■.'ar  stan;J. 
After  your  "consciously  aiding"  statement  Magrudsr  and 
Killer  thought  they  had  an  agreement  on  behalf  of  the 
Attorney  General  that  Colson  v/as  not  to  continue 
prograrraning  hits  at  Muskie.   Colson  continued  the 
attack  on  Muskie  through  Cabinet  and  Hill  spokesmen. 
Magruder  plans  on  seeking  authority  from  the  Attorney 
General  to  be  the  only  contact  v/ith  the  spokesmen  to 
the  express  exclusion  of  Colson. 


<^^-^4td: 


/^/^&£A  P^^ 
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3A.     On  December  31,  1972  Howard  Hunt  wrote  to  Charles  Colson, 
requesting  that  Colson  meet  with  Hunt's  attorney,  William  Bittman. 
Hunt  said,  "There  is  a  limit  to  the  endurance  of  any  man  trapped  in 
a  hostile  situation  and  mine  was  reached  on  December  8th."   (Hunt's 
wife  had  been  killed  in  a  plane  crash  on  that  date.)   On  January  2, 
1973  Colson  wrote  to  Dean  forwarding  a  copy  of  Hunt's  letter.   The 
transmittal  slip  from  Colson  stated,  "Now  what  the  hell  do  I  do?" 
On  January  3,  1973  John  Ehrlichman,  Colson  and  Dean  met  to  discuss 
Hunt's  letter.  Ehrlichman  and  Dean  have  testified  that  the  three 
discussed  the  subject  of  executive  clemency.  Colson  has  stated  he 
met  privately  with  Dean  and  discussed  the  need  to  give  personal 
reassurance  to  Hunt.  Later  that  day  and  on  the  following  day,  Colson 
met  with  Bittman.   According  to  Colson,  Bittman  told  him  that  if 
Hunt  went  to  jail.  Hunt  did  not  want  to  stay  in  jail  beyond  the  end 
of  the  year,  and  Colson  replied  that  he  could  not  make  any  represen- 
tation, but  that  as  long  as  he  was  around  he  would  do  everything  he 
could  to  help  Hunt. 


Page 
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ExHmrr  No.  34-28 

THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 


1/2/73 


TO:      John  Dean 
FROM:      Charles  Colson 

Now  what  the  hell  do  I  do? 
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HOWARD      HUNT 


December  32,  1972 

By  Hand 

Hon.  Charles  W.  Colson 

Special  Counsel  to  the  President 

The  V.Hiite  House 

Washington,  D,  C. 

Dear  Chuck: 

The  children  and  myself  were  touched  by  your  letters, 
and  we  deeply  appreciate  your  sympathy,   1  am  unable  to  reconcile 
myself  to  Dorothy's  deafti,  much  less  accept  it. 

For  years  I  was  av;arc  that  I  depended  upon  Doi-othy, 
but  only  now  do  I  realize  how  profound  that  dependence  was. 

Her  death,  of  course,  clinnges  my  personal  equation 
entirely,  and  I  believe  that  my  pai-ainount  duty  now  and  iii  the 
future  is  to  iny  children,  particularly  to  my  Q-year-old  tiOii  ivlio 
was  unusually  dependent  upon  his  mother,  pai-ticularly  since  last 
June's-  tiCTu It  began. 

I  had  understood  you  to  say  that  you  would  be  ^.'illing 
to  see  my  attorney.  Bill  Bittman,  at  any  time.   After  my  v.'ifc's 
death  I  asked  him  to  see  you,  but  his  efforts  v.'ere  unavailing. 
And  though  I  believe  I  understand  the  delicacy  of  your  overt 
position,  I  nevertheless  feel  myself  even  more  isolated  tlKin 
before.   My  wife's  death,  the  inuninenc  trial,  my  present  mcjiital 
depression,  and  my  inability  to  get  any  relief  fro.n  niy  pr«r..jnt 
situation,  all  contribute  to  a  sense  of  abandon;nent  by  fri^  ;;d:s 
on  whom  1  had  in  good  faith  relied.   I  can't  tell  you  how  ii::por- 
tant  it  is,  luider  the  circumstances,  for  Bill  Blttinan  to  havj  the 
opportxmity  to  meet  with  you,  and  I  trust  that  you  will  do  me 
that  favor. 

There  is  a  limit  to  the  endurance  of  any  man  trapped 
in  a  hostile  situation  and  mine  was  reached  on  Decernber  Cth.   I 
do  believe  in  God  -  not  necessarily  a  Just  God  but  in  the  gover- 
nance of  a  Divine  Being.   His  Will,  however,  is  often  enacted 
through  hu-nan  hands,  and  liuman  adversaries  are  arraigned  against 
fne. 

Sincerely,  and  in  friendship. 
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34.2     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  LOG,   JANUARY  3,    1973 

9:00  a, in.  D-jpart  Fr^iuxTid.i'.  Fi^Id,    Ho.ie/,    Idaiiu  r^'- 

ConvaiL-  815 

Flying  tine:     3:43 
1:45  Arriv'2  Lz-sao^^z  Fi  aid,    St.    L,ouLj 

2;30  Depart  5t,    Louis,    Flyip.g  time:     2:05  ; 

5:40  Arrive  Dulles   -  pa^e  Air-.v 


Car  and  station  -.va^ort  to  rasidence 


V/SDNS3DAY,    JANUARY  3,    1973 

9:4l5____           Roy  AsIi^__Shultz^__HRH,    Ziegler 
11:00                    Kissinggr,    Sh.ultz  (energy) 
12:00                    John  Dear, 
l-00]]3ZZZIIJiiiiIE2-l^-'''3  2-ch.  (Mess) 
3:20                      Ken  Cole 
3:45                      Minxiick,    Hullin 
4:40                      Flanigan 
5:45                      Roy  Ash 
0^:00 Colson.    Dean 


ug6 


'O 


/ 


THURSDAY,    JANUARY  4,    1973 

7:30  Conference  Dining  Room  -  Weinberger,    I^ynn,    3v;tz 

11:30  Vernon  Jordan 

12-30 AG,    Dean  (.\[ess) 

1:30  ~Harrcut 

3:00-5:00  President,   HRH   •  '  ' 

6:00  Shultz,    Ash,    Stein,    Tinamons,    Ziegler,    Kuilin 

y    FRIDAY.    JANUARY  5,    1973 

8:30  Bipartisan  Leadership  -  State  Dining  Room 

12:15  Governor  Nelson  Rockefeller 

2:00  Press  briefing  (reorg?.nization) 

3:00  Gene  Risher  (UPi) 

3 :_40 Dean,    Cols o n 

4:15  Hobar";  Lavvis,    Albert  Cole,    Ken-  Rhodes   (postal  rates: 

5 :00_ President 

5:4b  Corjiers^nce  Dinin-^  Roonn  -  Haig  fare--.;--el.l 

6;no  RecectL -jn  for  Fres-imen  Con^-reson-ien 
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Mr.  Deax.  As  I  was  commenting  before  the  break,  on  page  135 
in  dealing  with  the  subject  of  Executive  clemency  for  Mr.  Hunt  and 
othei-s,  I  ^^as  out  of  my  office  from  roughly  December  22  until  the 
morning  of  January  3.  The  latter  part  of  this  time  I  was  in  California 
with  other  membere  of  the  ^\^^ite  House  staff  and  their  families  on  a 
short  vacation.  I  received  a  call  on  the  morning  of  January  2  while 
awaiting  takeoff  from  California  in  the  President's  new  Air  Force  One. 
The  call  was  from  Paul  O'Brien,  who  told  me  that  there  -were  some 
serious  problems  and  I  should  speak  with  him  as  soon  as  I  returned  to 
Washington.  He  told  me  that  ]\Ir.  Hunt  was  off  the  reservation.  I  was 
traveling  with  Haldeman  and  told  him  about  the  call. 

When  I  arrived  in  Washington  that  evening,  I  called  O'Brien  and  he 
told  me  that  Hunt  was  quite  upset  and  wished  to  plead  guilty  but 
before  he  did  so  he  wanted  some  assurances  from  the  "Wliite  House  that 
he  would  receive  Executive  clemency.  O'Brien  told  me  that  Hunt 
would  only  take  the  assurances  from  Colson  and  that  Bittman  had 
been  trying  to  reach  Colson.  I  told  O'Brien  that  I  doubted  df  Colson 
would  be  willing  to  give  any  such  assurance  because  he  was  staying  at 
more  than  arm's  length  from  Hunt.  I  told  O'Brien  that  I  would  have 
to  talk  with  him  about  it  in  the  morning. 

On  the  morning  of  January  3,  I  received  another  call  from  Mr. 
O'Brien  saying  that  the  matter  had  to  be  resolved  immediately  because 
he  had  talked  to  Bittman,  and  they  had  been  trying  to  get  hold  of 
Colson  without  any  success.  Colson  called  me  to  tell  me  that  Bittman 
was  trying  to  reach  him  and  asked  me  if  I  had  seen  the  letter  that  Hunt 
had  sent  him.  I  have  submitted  a  copy  of  the  letter  to  the  committee. 

[The  letter  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  34-28.*] 

Mr.  Deax.  I  told  Colson  that  I  had  not  seen  the  letter,  T  had  just 
returned  to  my  office,  and  while  we  were  talking  I  found  in  my  mail  a 
memorandum  from  Colson  with  a  letter  attached  from  Hunt  in  wliich 
he  was  desperately  pleading  to  have  Colson  meet  with  his  attorney, 
]Mr.  Bittman.  I  told  Colson  that  I  was  aware  of  the  fact  that  Bittman 
wanted  to  discuss  the  matter  of  Executive  clemency  for  Hunt  and  that 
Hunt  would  only  take  assurances  from  him — Colson.  As  I  recall.  Col- 
son said  that  he  did  not  want  to  meet  with  Mr.  Bittman  but  he  would 
do  whatever  I  suggested.  I  told  him  I  would  get  back  in  touch  with 
him. 

I  next  met  with  Ehrlichman  and  told  him  about  the  situation  and 
he  thought  that  Colson  should  meet  with  Bittman.  T  do  not  bolie\-e  Col- 
son was  present  when  I  first  discussed  this  with  Ehrlichman.  I  in- 
formed Colson  that  Ehrlichman  thought  he  should  meet  with  Bittman. 

In  trying  to  reconstruct  as  best  as  I  recall  what  occurred,  there  was 
a  meeting  in  Ehrlichman's  office  on  January  3,  after  Mr.  Colson  had 
had  a  conversation  with  Bittman  aliout  Hunt's  potential  for  Expc\)tivc 
clemency.  I  recall  that  when  Colson  came  to  th^  meeting  with  Ehrlich- 
man he  was  exti'emely  shaken,  wliich  was  unlike  Colson.  He  was  not 
specific  in  his  ar<niments  to  Ehrlichman  but  he  said  that  he  felt  it  was 
imperative  that  Hunt  be  given  some  assurances  of  Executive  clemency. 

The  meeting  in  Ehrlichman's  office  did  not  last  long  and  Ehrlich- 
man said  that  he  would  have  to  speak  with  the  President.  Ehrlichman 
told  Colson  that  he  should  not  talk  with  the  President  about  this.  On 


n 


•-See  p.  1233. 
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January  4.  I  learned  from  Ehrlichman  that  he  had  given  Colson  an 
alnrmative  regarding  riemency  for  Hunt  and  that  Colson  had  talked 
with  Bittman  again  about  the  matter.  There  was  another  meeting  on 
this  subject  on  January  5,  in  Elirlichman's  office,  in  which  Colson 
exphamed  exactly  what  he  had  told  Bittman  regardino-  clemency  He 
said  that  he  had  told  Bittman  that  he  could  not  sivea  specific  com- 
mitment but  he  gave  him  a  general  assurance.  He  also  said  that  he 
told  him  that  clemency  generally  came  up  aroimd  Christmas  and  that 
a  year  was  a  long  time.  It  was  as  this  meeting  was  ending  that  I  said 
to  Ehrlichman  that  this  will  obviously  affect  all  of  the  others  involved 
as  the  word  will  spread,  and  can  I  assume  that  the  same  commitment 
extends  to  all?  He  said  that  no  one  could  be  given  a  specific  commit- 
nrient  but  obviously  if  Hunt  was  going  to  get  an  assurance  for  clemency 
the  others  could  understand  that  it  applied  to  all 

fT.^^fi^^i'^VT^*^"^  '''.  Elirlichman's  office,  Colson  told  me  that  al- 
though Ehrlichman  had  to  c  him  that  he  (Colson)  should  not  discuss 
this  matter  with  the  President,  that  he.  in  fact,  thought  it  was  so 
important  that  he  had  taken  it  up  with  the  President  himself.  I  also 
learned  shortly  thereafter,  as  a  result  of  a  telephone  call  from  O'Brien, 
that  Bittman  had  informed  O'Brien  that  Hunt  was  satisfied  with 
Olson  s  assurances. 

As  I  shall  state  later,  the  President  himself  raised  this  subject  on 

two  occasions  with  me,  and  told  me  that  he  had  discussed  the  matter 

Of  Executive  cleniency  for  Hunt  with  both  Ehrlichman  and  Colson. 

1973     ^^^"^•'"*  ^^'^^^  *'''^  ^^^'^  "le  o^  ^r«rch  13,  1973,  and  April  15, 

Catjlfield's  Dealings  With  IMcCord— Jaxttart  1973 

While  I  was  in  California  durincr  the  late  December/earlv  January 
as  I  referred  to  a  moment  ago,  1973,  I  received  a  call  from  ^^fr.  Field- 
ing who  told  me  that  Jack  Caulfield  had  received  a  letter  from  McCord 
tw  il^'i'^f .''?  ^^'?^'"*  regarding  the  contents  of  the  letter,  and  said 
that  he  had  aken  down  the  letter  and  that  I  could  read  it  when  I 
returned  in  the  next  day  or  so  to  the  office.  I  have  submitted  a  copy 
of  the  letter  transcribed  by  Fielding  to  the  committee. 

I  ihe  letter  was  marked  exhibit  Xo  3-l--^9  *] 

Mr.  Deax.  Within  2  or  3  days  of  mv  return  to  the  office-that  is 
between  January  3  and  5,  Mr.  Caulfield  came  to  my  office  with  the 

I  gave  t  to  Paul  O'Brien.  I  know  that  O'Brien  and  I  discussed  the 
matter,  because  he  tdd  me  that  McCord  was  not  cooperating  wfth  his 
lawver-Mr.  A  ch    0-Brien  also  told  me  that  Bittman  had  pla   ned 

to  i  .Ion  r/"*  '^'p  '"'i-  ^"*  ^^'^'"'^-  ^'^«  i"'^^''^"^-  had  been  willing 
to  go  along,  later  refused.  "^ 

Mi?c'?el^'!?on'^''''"'"^l;■  *'J'''^  ''}^^'  ^^'^'h^"  ^'^'^°"*  ^^^  '"''^""•-  because 
S  A'TJ^     '^  ""5  '^"r^  mformed  me  that  he  had  discussed  the  matter 

t.lk  iitf  Ar?r  "  w^fi^''^"/'*'^^  r  '^  ^^^"^^t  ^bat  Jack  CaulfieW 
I  would  ni  r"''  fi °i  ?";^  °"*  T'^"^-  ^''  ^"'''^  '^^^"^  ^"  ^^"- 1  ^"Ifl  ^lit^^bell 
Lri,  S,  ifi  i^T'  ?'^^  ^"  '^'*"'^'  ^'^b  McCord.  men  I  later  tried  to 
reach  Caulfield  he  had  gone  to  California  for  a  drug  conference.  I  later 
mformed  Mitchell  that  Caulfield  was  out  of  town 


•See  p.  12.35. 
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Hunt.  The  rii;;ni finance  of  these  Xerox  copies  of  photographs  to  the  then-unknown 
iilleLjpfl  hreak-iu  of  Br.  FieUling's  office  was,  of  course,  not  then  realized,  since  I 
liad  no  knowledge  whatsoever  of  the  Department  of  Justice  file  in  the  Pentagon 
Papers  case  until  that  matter  v>-as  transferrKl  to  the  Criminal  Division  as  a 
result  of  the  abolition  of  the  Internal  Security  Division  March  26,  1&73  and 
the  significance  did  not  thereafter  become  apimrent  until  a  check  was  made  of 
the  CIA  material  in  the  Criminal  Division  on  or  about  May  .3,  11)73,  in  connection 
with  tlie  case  of  United  i^'latcs  v.  Anthony  Joteph  Russo,  Jr.,  et  al.  as  a  result 
of  the  Government  disclosure  of  the  memorandum  of  April  16.  1973,  to  me. 

I  thought  ic  was  only  fair  to  ilr.  Petersen  to  put  that  affidavit  which, 
gives  his  version  of  how  lie  came  to  have  knowledge  of  the  alleged 
break-in  of  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist  and  that,  of  course,  was  not  until 
this  year. 

Mr.  Ehkliciimax.  Senator,  I  certainly  have  brought  you  only  hear- 
say on  this. 

Senator  GuRNEy.  I  understand. 

Mr.  Ehklichmax.  I  did  it  not  for  the  purpose  of  the  truth  of  the 
statement  but  I  did  it  in  response  to  a  question  about  what  I  thought 
at  the  time  about  who  knew  about  this. 

Xow,  what  the  affidavit  doesn't  say,  that  you  all  might  be  able  to 
determine,  is  whether  or  not  'Six.  Dean  was  correct  in  what  he  told 
me  about  what  those  pictures  showed  "because  he  told  me  that  one  of 
the  pictures  was  a  picture  of  G.  Gordon  Liddy  standing  in  front  of 
Dr.  Fielding's  name  plate  and  that  the  other  pictures  were  pictures  of 
ransacked  premises. 

Now,  if,  in  fact,  the  affidavit  is  correct,  and  they  got  these  things  in 
the  Justice  Department  back  in  October  of  1972,  -which  would  have 
been  sometime  ago  with  G.  Gordon  Liddy  standing  in  the  foreground, 
that  might  cast  more  dignity  upon  Mr.  Dean's  statement  to  me  than 
just  taking  the  bare  affidavit.  But  again  I  hesitate  to  say  in  fairness 
to  Mr.  Petersen  that  I  don't  vouch  for  the  truth  of  what  ^Ir.  Dean 
told  me  about  this.  I  iust  have  to  tell  you  what  he  thought  at  the  time. 

Senator  Gurxet.  Well,  I  realize  that,  and  my  introduction  of  the 
affidavit  was  in  no  way  to  impeach  your  testimony,  but  only  to  show 
that  Mr.  Petersen  has  an  entirely  different  viewpoint  of  this,  which 
I  think  is  important  from  his  point  of  view  as  well  as  the  Justice 
Department. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  understand. 

Senator  Gurnet.  It  also  raises  an  interesting  point,  too,  about  how 
Mr.  Dean  could  have  found  out  a  j'ear  ago  if  the  Justice  Department 
itself  didn't  receive  the  information  until  October  of  last  year.  That 
certainly  is  a  conflict  of  testimony. 

Senator  Ervin.  I  think  maybe  I  had  better  put  in  the  record  that 
this  affidavit  which  you  have  offered  without  objection  on  the  part  of 
any  member  of  the  committee  is  received  as  an  exhibit  and  the  reporter 
will  mark  it  appropriately  as  such. 

^Xhe  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  93*.] 


Senator  Gt:t>net.  One  of  the  important  pieces  of  testimony  in  this 
hearing,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  in\olvcs  the  whole  matter  of  E.xccutive 
clemency,  whetlier  the  President  actually  autliorized  anj-body  to  offer 
Executive  clemency  to  any  of  tlie  defendants.  And  I  am  sure  you  know 
this  has  come  up  in  our  testimony.  I  would  like  to  examine  that  area 
for  a  moment. 


•See  p.  2852. 
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First  of  all,  did  you  have — your  logs  show  that  you  had  meetings 
with  John  Dean  on  January  3,  1973,  January  4,  and  January  5. 

Would  j'ou  tell  the  committee  what  the  subject  of  those  meetings 
was,  beginning  with  the  3d  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  On  January  3,  I  met  twice  with  'Sir.  Dean,  once 
alone  at  noon  and  once  at  7  p.m.  with  Mr.  Colson.  The  meeting  with 
Mr.  Colson  related  to  a  letter  which  ]Mr.  Dean  had  told  me  about  at 
our  earlier  brief  meeting,  and  tliis  was  a  letter  which  I  believe  Mr. 
Colson  had  received  from  ilr.  Hunt.  I  believe  I  am  correct  about  that. 
It  was  a  very  melancholy  and  a  very  passionate  kind  of  letter.  I  think 
the  letter  is  in  the  record,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  And  it  talks  about  his 
being  abandoned  by  his  friend  and  so  on.  It  was  on  the  heels  of  Mr. 
Hunt  having  lost  his  wife. 

Mr.  Colson  was  genuinely  concerned  and  shaken  by  this.  He  had  had 
long  friendships  with  the  Hunts,  both  !Mr.  and  Mrs.,  and  he  had  pro- 
posed to  Mr.  Dean  that  he  get  together  with  Hunt  or  with  Hunt's 
attorney,  at  least,  to  register  his  continuing  friendship  and  his  com- 
passion for  Hunt's  loss  of  his  wife  and  so  on,  and  so  that  Hunt  would 
not  feel  that  he  had  been  abandoned  by  his  friend.  This  is  the  thing 
that  we  discussed  with  Mr.  Colson  that  evening  at  7  o'clock. 

I  took  it  as  almost  a  given  in  the  meeting  that  there  would  be  some 
contact  between  ]Mr.  Hunt  or  his  attorney  and  Mr.  Colson.  And  it  was 
simply  a  question  of  what  the  proper  conduct  would  be  under  the  cir- 
cimistances,  it  being,  obviously,  delicate  to  have  a  White  House  con- 
tact of  one  of  the  defendants  right  at  this  particular  point  in  time.  So 
it  was  discussed  and  it  was  discussed  in  terms  not  of  a  personal  meeting 
between  them,  which  is  what  Mr.  Hunt,  apparently,  wanted  in  the 
letter,  but  Mr.  Colson  talking  with  William  Bittman,  who  was  then 
Hunt's  attorney,  and  conveying  this  message  of  support,  personal  sup- 
port through  that  avenue. 

]Mr.  Dean  raised  the  cautionary  warning  that  if  anybody  from  the 
'\Miite  House  sat  down  with  ilr.  Bittman  m  a  situation  like  this,  that 
there  was  an  inevitable  opportunity  for  misunderstanding  as  to  the 
purpose  of  the  meeting,  as  to  assurances  that  might  or  might  not  be 
given,  and  so  forth. 

Clemency  was  obviously  at  the  forefront  of  everybody's  mind  in 
this  meeting  as  one  of  the  things  which  was  a  potential  danger,  and  I 
advised  both  people  at  the  meeting.  Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  Colson,  of  a 
previous  conversation  that  I  had  had  with  the  President  on  that  siib- 
ject,  and  indicated  to  them  that 

Senator  Gitrxey.  That  was  back  in  July,  was  it? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  Yes.  sir.  I  indicated  to  them  the  substance  of  that 
convei-sation,  which  was  that  the  President  wanted  no  one  in  the  "Wliite 
House  to  get  into  this  whole  area  of  clemency  with  anybody  involved 
in  this  case,  and  surely  not  make  any  assurances  to  anyone. 

^[r.  Colson  said  that  he  was  sure  that  he  could  avoid  that  pitfall 
and  have  the  conversation.  He  was  advised  by  Mr.  Dean  to  either  take 
lAotes  or  make  such  mental  notes  of  the  conversation  that  he  could  re- 
construct the  conversation  if  the  question  ever  came  up  again.  And  that 
is  what  Mr.  Colson  did.  Wc  had  a  subsequent  meeting  where 

Senator  Gttrxf.y.  Before  we  go  to  the  subsequent  meeting,  could  you 
be  a  little  more  explicit  in  your  testimony  as  to  how  the  discussion 
arose  aliout  Executive  clemoncv?  Wno  bioU2rht  it  up,  ;ind  who  said 
what  on  this  subject  at  the  January  3  meeting? 
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]Mr.  Ehrliciijiax.  I  can't  say  who  brought  it  up,  Senator.  We  -were 
going  o\cr  the  potential  problems  that  could  come  from  Mr.  Colson 
having  a  contact,  either  with  Mr.  Hunt  or  his  attorney.  It  had  been 
his  firm  practice  not  to  have  any  contact  with  'Sir.  Hunt  because  of 
tlic  imi)utation.  because  frankly,  everybody  knew  they  were  close, 
that  they  had  been  close  friends.  There  had  been  a  lot  of  suspicion 
tliat  somehow,  Mr.  Colson  might  be  implicated  in  the  Watergate 
because  lie  was  a  close  friend  of  Mr.  Hunt's,  and  Mr.  Colson  was  lean- 
ing over  backward  to  do  everything  he  could  to  avoid  giving  any 
credence  or  credibility  to  that  suspicion. 

So  when  we  got  into  the  decision  that  he  would  have  contact  with 
Bittman  rather  than  Hunt,  I  think  it  was  John  Dean  who  said,  "You 
arc  going  to  be  iiskcd  whether  you  are  willing  to  get  Hunt  out  at  some 
time  in  the  future." 

Senator  Gukxey.  How  did  Dean  know  that  he  was  going  to  be 
asked  that? 

ilr.  Ehrlich3iax.  "Well,  it  was  conjecture,  but  I  mean  it  was  in 
the  realm  of  what  kind  of  problems  are  you  liable  to  confront  and  you 
had  better  be  ready  for  this,  and  look  out,  and  what  is  your  response 
going  to  be?  I  think  both  Dean  and  I  had  some  mental  reservations 
about  the  desirability  of  this,  but  Mr.  Colson  had  a  very  strong  friend- 
ship urge,  so  to  speak — I  mean,  here  was  this  really  moving  letter  and 
he  was  saying,  "I  just  can't  leave  this  fellow  without  hearing  from  me." 

Now,  how  do  we  go  about  this? 


Senator  Guhxet.  All  right,  now,  you  have  a  meeting  on  January  4, 
the  next  day.  Did  that  involve  this  subject  at  all? 

Mr.  EiiRLTCHMAX.  Xo,  that  included  Attorney  General  Kleindienst. 

Senator  GrnxEY.  And  it  had  nothing  to  do  "with  the  Hunt  problem  ? 

Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  I  do  not  believe  so.  I  do  not  think  it  was  ever 
mentioned. 

Senator  Gurxet.  I  sec  you  had  a  meeting,  too,  on  that  day  January 
4.  with  the  President.  Did  you  discuss  Watergate  in  any  fashion  on 
that  meeting? 

Mr.  EiiRLUHMAX.  I  do  not  recall,  Senator.  Tliat  would  have  been 
my  first  meeting  with  the  President  after  I  came  back  from  about  a 
:^-week  absence,  yiy  guess  is  that  the — well,  let  us  see.  About  an  hour 
of  that.  I  think,  was  by  myself — no.  let  us  see,  that  was  with  the  Presi- 
dent, Mr.  Hnldeman,  and  then  Dr.  Kissinger  came  in  for  about  4-5 
minutes  of  that  meeting.  I  believe  that  was  a  catchup  session  on  just 
the  problems  that  had  accumulated  during  my  long  absence,  but  I 
just  do  not  have  any  recollection  of  specific  topics. 

Senator  Gurxea".  Do  you  have  notes  on  that  meeting  at  all? 

Mr.  Etirlkhmax.  Well,  I  do,  but  they  arc  not  in  my  custody  and 
T  have  to  be  like  an  elephant  and  suck  up  the  contents  and  then  come 
somewhere  and  tr^-  to  regurgitate  them.  It  is  a  laborious  process, 
because  we,  as  you  know,  are  not  in  a  position  to  make  any  notes  or 
copies.  So  I  do  not  ha\-e 

Senator  Ginxrv.  Have  you  clieclced  that  meeting  ivcently.  the  notes 
of  tint   meeting? 

Mr.  l'".iii;i.iii(Ai.\x.  Xo,  sir:  I  !ia\e  not.  All  I  have  is  the  President's 
log  which  sliows  who  was  in  tiie  nu'eting. 

Senator  (hnxK-i-.  f.ot  us  turn  to  .ran.uary  .">.  now,  a  meeting  with 
Dean  and  Colson. 
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I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  present  this  opening 
sta cement  to  your  Committee.   I  shall  first  attempt  to  the  best 
of  my  recollection  to  recount  my  knov/ledge  of  the  events 
surrounding  the  Watergate  Affair.         ' 

I  will  also  attempt,  if  I  may,  to  give  this  Committee 
some  insight  into  the  mood  and  atmosphere  which  existed  in 
the  White  House  during  the  Nixon  years.   I  have  followed  ynur 
proceedings  to  date;  it  is  clear  that  you  are  seeking  to  deter- 
mine not  only  v;hat  in  fact  happened,  but  why  and  how  these 
things  could  have  happened. 

AS  TO  THE  FACTS: 


I    first  heard    tliat   there  had  been  a   burglary   at    th.e 
DomocraLic  "Katioiial   Corrj-.iictee   headquarters    on    the    radio.       It 
;ca.:    Saturday,    Juae    17,    1972.       T    tiioughc    it   ^^as    no  more    th^n   an 
ordi'i.iry   burgla'-y    -•-    one   more   adJitiou    '■:.o    the    D.,    C.    crime 
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publicity  for  the  VHiite  House.   I  have  regretted  iriy  decision 
over  since;  it  v/as  a  cowardly  act. 

I  also  received  a  letter  dated  December  11,  from  Kevan  ' 
Hunt  asking  my  help  in  getting  his  mother's  body  buried  at  the 
Rosebud  Indian  Reservation.   Dorothy  Hunt  was  one-eighth  Sioux 
Indian.   Once  again,  I  referred  this  letter  to  John  Dean  under 
a  cover  memo  of  December  13,  1972.   Both  Kevan  Hunt's  letter 
and  my  memo  to  Mr.  Dean  have  been  furnished  to  the  Ccmjnittee 
staff. 

The  other  matter  I  recall  in  the  month  of  December  was 
when  Mr.  Dean  asked  me  whether  I  had  called  General  Cushir.an  in 
1971  v;hen  Hunt  first  came  into  the  White  House.   I  told  him 
I  had  not.   It  was  not  until  the  publicity  of  recent  m.onths 
that  I  learned  that  the  Departm.ent  of  Justice  had  asked  Mr,» 
Dean  who  had  made  the  original  call. 

1 — 

I         On  December  31,  Hunt  acknowledged  my  two  handwritten 
notes  in  a  sad  and  moving  letter,  a  copy  of  which  was  delivered 
to  your  staff  in  early  May.   I  merely  sent  the  letter  to  Mr. 
D-.;an  on  January  2  with  a  cover  note,  v/hich  Mr.  Dean  has  already 
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read  into  the  record.   The  note  says,  "Now  what  the  hell  do 
i  do?" 

On  January  3,  I  believe  while  I  was  in  the  White  House 
Staff  Mess  having  lunch,  Mr.  Dean  called  to  say  that  he  had  to 
see  me  urgently.   I  saw  him,  I  think  in  his  office „   He  asked 
me  to  see  Howard  Hunt.   I  recall  being  annoyed  by  his  request. 
For  one  thing,  I  was  tired  and  overworked,  having  spent  most 
of  New  Year's  weekend  at  the  T^/hite  House  on  matters  related 
to  the  resumed  Vietnam  peace  negotiations  and  the  President's 
announcements.   Also,  I  was  preparing  to  leave  the  staff  in 
a  matter  of  weeks  and  did  not  at  that  point  vjant  to  become 
involved  in  any  Watergate  matters. 

Dean  told  m.e  that  Hunt  x.;as  in  very  bad  shape,  on  the 
verge  of  cracking  up  and  that  I  simply  owed  it  to  him  to 
see  him  and  reassure  him  of  my  continued  friendship.   I  must 
also  sa}'  that  I  v;as  personally  moved  by  Hunt's  letter. 

I  told  Mr.  Dean  I  v/ould  have  to  think  about  it.   At 
the  same  time  Mr,  Bittman  was  placing  calls  to  my  office,  leaving 
r.cssages  that  he  wanted  to  see  me.   As  I  recall,  I  called 
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Dean  aa  hour  or  two  later.   I  told  him  I  would  not  see  Mr.  K'jnCj 
but  th£;t  I  V70uld,  as  Mr.  Hunc  had  asked  in  his  letter,  see 
Mr.  Bittman.   I  said  I  could  not  do  it  that  day,  that  I  vzas 
too  busy,  but  I  V70uld  in  the  next  day  or  so.   Mr,  Dean  res- 
ponded, "All  the  lawyers  are  meeting  across  the  street," 
which  I  assumed  meant  the  Committee  for  the  Re-election  offices 
at  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue.   He  said  it  was  urgent  that  I  see 
Bittman  immediately.   I  told  Mr.  Dean  I  did  not  want  to  lie 
involved  in  what  was  going  on  "across  the  street."  • 

Mr.  Dean  went  on  to  explain  the  urgency,  saying  that 
Mr.  Bittman  intended  to  argue  a  motion  to  suppress  the  Govern- 
ment's evidence  from  Hunt's  safe;  that  I  vjould  be  called  as  a 
Government  witness  to  testify  that  Hunt's  employment  had,  in 
fact,  been  terminated  in  March  of  1972  and  that,  therefore, 
he  had  been  using  the  safe  without  authorization.   Mr.  Dean 
said  I  should  at  least  explain  these  facts  to  Mr.  Bittman.   In 
vievy  of  my  continuing  objections,  Mr.  Dean  suggested  we  dis- 
cuss the  matter  with  John  Ehrlichman.   We  went  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman's 
office-   Mr.  Dean  explained  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  that  he  had  asked 
ne  to  see  Mr.  Bittman,  but  that  I  was  reluctant  to  have  any 
contact  V7ith  Mr.  Hunt  or  his  lawyer.   Mr.  Ehrlichman  said  he 
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saT.7  no  reason  for  ins  not  to  see  Bittrnan  but,  obviously  if 
Bittrr.an  should  make  any  appeals  on  behalf  of  his  client ,  I 
should  be  careful  to  make  no  commitments  or  representations. 

I  did  see  Mr.  Bittman  late  that  afternoon.   Throughout 
the  discussion,  Mr.  Bittman  never  asked  for  executive  clemency 
for  Hunt  and  I  never  offered  it.   In  fact,  executive  clemency 
was  never  mentioned.   The  bulk  of  the  discussion  concerned 
Hunt's  physical  and  mental  condition  --  his  concern  for  his 
children  --  his  physical  and  mental  inability  to  endure  either 
a  long  trial  or  a  long  prison  term  --  and  the  motion  to  suppress 
as  to  v.'hich  I  discussed  in  some  detail  the  circumstances  surrounding 
Mr.  Hunt's  termination,  the  fact  that  he  had  abandoned  his  safe 
and  that  the  Government  had  properly  seized  the  evidence  con- 
tained in  it.   Mr.  Bittman' s  major  concern,  as  he  expressed  it 
to  me,  was  his  inability  to  negotiate  vjxth  the  prosecutors  a 
plea  to  a  reduced  number  of  counts;  further  that  he  had  been 
unsuccessful  in  getting  Hunt's  trial  delayed  in  the  light  of 
Hunt's  personal  tragedy.   I  thereafter  reported  to  Mr.  Dean  and 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  the  substance  of  my  conversation  vjith  Mr.  Bittman 
and  expressed  my  personal  syrnnathy  for  Hunt's  plight. 

Mr„  Bittman  asko.d  to  sec  m.o  again  on  the  4th.   He  came 
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to  ray  office  late  in  the  afternoon.   Ke  informed  me  that  he 
had  dropped  the  motion  to  suppress  and  thought  I  v/ould  like  to 
know  that  he  believed  he  was  now  making  headway  in  negotiating 
a  reduction  of  the  number  of  counts  in  consideration  for  Hunt's 
pleading  guilty.   He  restated  his  concern  over  Hunt's  ability 
to  stand  trial  or  to  endure  a  long  prison  term. 

Follov/ing  the  second  meeting  with  Mr.  Bittraan,  I  pre- 
pared a  memorandxim  containing  the  substance  of  our  two  conver- 
sations, a  copy  of  which  was  delivered  to  Mr.  Dean.   I  might  note 
that,  vvhile  Mr.  Dean  seemed  to  have  almost  total  recall  for 
mlinute  detail  in  his  248  page  opus,  he  overlooked  this  memo-- 
randum  in  his  testimony.   The  memorandum  makes  clear  that  L 
told  Mr.  Bittman  under  no  circumstances  could  I  do  anything 
m.ore  for  his  client  than  assure  him  that  I  was  his  friend  and, 
as  such,  that  I  would  try  to  help  him  anytime.   I  specifically 
told  Mr.  Bittman  I  could  make  no  representations  as  to  \-]\\a.t   I 
might  or  might  not  be  able  to  do  if  in  fact  Mr.  Hunt  was  sen- 
tenced  and  imprisoned.   A  copy  of  this  memorandum  was  deli- 
Ivcred  to  your  staff  on  May  3. 

Mr.  Dean's  testimony  relative  to  this  issue  --  that  is, 
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Z  :  i  5  p ,  1  n , 


ME\iOLlA^;DUM  FOR  THE  FILE  ■        -.      -      -  •    

FROM:     CHARLES  COLSON 

Bob  Haldeman  jvist  called  and  asked  wliat  representP-lions  I  had 
n\ade  to  Howard  Hunt  x^'Hh  respect  to  tlie  coniniutation  oT  lils   ser;ccr>c<j. 
I  told  liini  that  I  had  made  no  rcproc~ontatiori,    tl-.at  I  had  not  seeii 
Howaz-d  Hunt  since  the  V/atergatc,    that  I  iiad  seen  his  lawyer  twice, 
perhaps  three  times,    at  his  lawyer's   request  (and  at  John  Dean's 
request).     Bob  asked  what  I  had  told  Bittman,    and  I  simply  said 
that  I  told  liim  essentially  that  I  considered  myself  Howard  Hunt's 
friend,   th.at  I  would  do  aaything  anytiiTie  that  I  possibly  could  for 
Howard. 

Bob  asked  whether  I  told  Howa.rd  Hunt  that  his   sentence  would  be 
commuted  before  Christnias  and  I  said  no,    that  I  had  not,    that  his 
lav.yor  had  come  to  me  and  said  t>i^)-  Hwnt.  did  not  wan.t  to  ^o  Lo  J'iil, 
that  he  was  going  to  jail,    but  didn't  want  to  stay  in  jail  beyond  tiie  end 
of  this  year,     I  told  Bittman  that  I  had  no  control  over  that,    that  I 
couldn't  make  any  representations  in  any  respect,    but  thj.t  so  lon^;  as 
i  was  around,    I  would  <.\o  anything  I  co\'.ld  to  help  Hun.t,    th.at  I  felt  he 
had  been  punished  enough  and  that  lie  should  not  be  subject  to  further 
punishnzent.     I  told  Bob  that  I  was  very  clear  m  what  i  had  said  to 
Bittman,    that  in  fact  I  wrote  it  down  as  I  was  saying  it  so  thafthere 
would  never  be  a  inisunderstanding,    that  I  had  liiadc  very  exolicit 
inenioranda  for  the  file  and  tliat  I  liad  advised  Eh.rl  icl-;maa  and  Dean  of 
the  conversations  since  I  had  been  asked  by  Dca.n  to  see  Bittmian. 

Bob  asked  whether  I  had  ever  used  ii.nyoiie  else's  name  in  tlie  con- 
versation and  I  said  no,    that  f  had  not,      L'c  a.sked  wluithcr  Hunt  m; -'h^ 
have  the   impression  froi-a  my  coiTmaunicatio:!  witli  L'itlman  tJiat  t\Q ,    Hunt, 
v/oul.d  n(j;    serve  V>c.y  or.'A  Lhe   end  of  this  year  in  prison  a.nJ  I  said  'Jiat  he 
n";ight  v/a)!  h.axe  dr-:'-\^  n  v-.h.:Ltcver  cur>clui.  •r:);;s  lie  v.-auted   to  from  my 
liavi.ng   said  that  J  v.  o'.ild  c!o  an-^  liur.g  I  co"lu  to  I\clp  hisi":,    )-;:iving  saici  t':at- 
m  rcspcinse  to  iiie   sr;-,;ciric   point  iliat  ili'.nL  did   not  war.L  io  serve  bovond  i:b,e 
cue'  of  llio   y(.'ar.      Howe  vi- r ,    i.'.it  { in.i -i ,    in  ;i!y  conve  r  sat  l-jus  witli  ]hi;->. ,    under 
sto'j'l  Ivily   ;hii    I    .>-^is    no',   in  a  posit;. ;n  tr>  s :;v  anything   more  oxp'l.CLi:  th:l.T^ 
vlvu  I  did   :.-:i.v. 
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WAS  H  I  N  G  TO  N 


Janu.ary  5,    1973 


^tE^[ORA^•DUM  for  the  file 

SUBJECT:    Lite r view  v--i{.h  Bill  Bitcnian 

On  January  3,    Bill  Bittinan  :iskcd  to  see  m3.     He  said  it  was  a 
matter  of  considerable  urgency.     He  had  made  t'ae  request  several 
times  in  the  oast  and  on  the  advici  of  John  Dean,    1  had  refused 
to  see  him.     Dean  told  me  on  the  3rd,    however,    that  I  should  see 
him.,    that  he  had  some  questions  to  ask  which  I  had  to  ansv/er 
and  that  it  was  aonropriate  inasmuch  as  my  testimony  could  be 
involved  in  a  naoticn  to  suporess  certain  e\idence,    th?.t  I  give 
Bittrnan  the  courtesy  of  an  inter\d.c-v/  so  that  he  could  find  out 
that  facts  directly  fron-i  me. 

Bittrnan  asked  m^e  about  the  circumstances  of  Hov.ard's  leaving. 
I  described  thexn  to  the  best  of  rr.y  recollection  a.s  I  had  described 
them,  to  the  U.S.   Attorney  a.nd  the  FBI.    I  told  Bitt.ma-n  that  I 
had  not  kcov/n  that  Howard  was  still  on  the  payroll.     Inasm_uch  as 
Joan  Hall  had  signed  all  of  'is  tim-2  sheets,    I  was  under  the 
impression  Lhat  he  had  gO-T.e  to  theCon-^mittee  in  Ivlarcn  or 
perhaos  even  ea.rlier  to  v/ork  for  Qordon  Liddy. 

I  e:-rolained  to  him  that  I  found  out  Hov.-ard  was   still  on  the  payz-oll 
and  had  to  be  forxmally  removed  whei  he  asked  .me  in  March  if  there 
v.-ere  any  v.-ay  his  retirement  cculi  be  rerr.stated  even  for  a  day  so 
that  he  could  rs\ise  the  sur-.ivors  b-r.efit  electio.".  vvhich  he  had 
m.ade  upor.  retire.ment  fro.m  the  CL-.  a  year  earlier.     He  e.vplai.ned 
that  hi.3  health  was  net  good  as  he  had  had  a.nother  ulcer  attack  and 
that  he  wanted  to  be   sureto  oro-.ide  far  Dorothyin  the  event  he 
should  ore -decease  her.      I  er-.-olained  to  Bittm.an  that  I  had  asked 
Hunt  for  a  menio,    he  gave  it  to  m.e,    th.at  I  gav.:  in  tur.i  to  Dick  Howard 
for  hancling  ^.r.d  that  Dick  at  that  time  took  Howard  off  the  payroll  , 
but  also  tried  to  resolve  the  re:ir-:r.-;n:  situr.Lion. 
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Bittrnan  "-.olr]  mc  thr.t  l.e  "r.ad  intended  to  bring,  the  motion  to  si'.ppi-ess 
on  tlie  £ro\:;-.cii  thri.t  rloward  had  continued  to  use  his  office  and  ss-fe 
and  th:;t,    tr.erefore,    the  Govern;nenfc  had  no   right  to  enter  the   safe. 
I  e>:plaineQ  to  hiin  that  I  did  not"  know  at  the  time  chat  Howard   still 
had  a  Vy'I-ite  House -pass,    a-lthcagh  I  subsequently  learned  that  was 
the  case  because  of  an  administrative  ezTor  in  processing,    ^vh.ich 
error  grcv  out  of  the  fact  that  \ye  tried  fco  give  him  the  opportunity 
to  elect  survivors  benefits  at  the  time  he  left,     la  short,    that  took 
his   severence  out  of  the  normal  routine  handlir"  that  would  have 


During  the  course  of  the  conversation,    Bittman  told  me  that  Hov/ard 
\vas  in  a  severe  depression,    that  he  felt  responsible  for  his  wife's 
death,    that  he  had  leaned  on  her  very  heavily,    that  the  FBI  had  told 
Dorothy  of  things  that  they  found  in  the  safe  v/hich  caused  severe 
strain  betv/een  Dorothy  and  Hovv-ard    and  great  embarrassinent  to 
Hov/ard  and  that  all  of  tlnis  v/as  weighing  hea-'/ily  on  hdin  now. 
Bittman  said  that  Hov/ard  felt  the  Government  v/as  out  to  get  h.iin. 
Bittman  said  that  he,    Bittman,    did  not  honestly  feel  Howard  could 
stand  trial,    that  he  was  obsessed  with  the  concern  of  his  four 
children,    one  of  whoin  v/as  so  disturbed  that  apparently  he  had 
attempted  suicide,    another  v/as   suffering  from  brain  damage  incurred 
in  an  automobile  accident. 

I  e:-rplain£:d  tc  Bittn-.an  that  I  had  Itnown  iicthing  about  'iVatergats;. 
Bittman  said  that  Hov/ard  confirmed  this,    that  I  v/as  in  no  v/ay  in- 
volved.     I  told  Bittman  I  v/anted  to  stay  in  that  position,    that  I 
really  didn't  v/ant  to  know  the  facts,    that  I  hoped  Hov/ard  v/as  innocent 
and  that  I  v/ar.ted  to  do  anyrhing  I  could  to  help  Hov/ard  because  I  lelt 
he  had  been  used  and  "n'^^^^d.  suffered  more  than  any  man  should  be 
expected  tc  suffer.      I  told  Bitt.m.an  to  please  reassure  Howard  that 
I  as    an  indi'.-lcual  felt  real  grief  over  I-Ioward's  circumstances,    that 
I  v/ould  always  be  a  friend,    regardless  of  v/hat  he  did,    that  I  would 
always  V\'ant  to  try  tq.help  in  any  way  I  could,    even  to  the  point  of  a 
character  witness  if  that  were  useful.      I  e>rplainad  that  I  had  not   seen 
Kov/ard  and  had  been  unv/illing  to  see  Bittman  because  I  thought  I  could 
be  more  hel-;ful  to  Hov/ard  if  1  keri;  /rTyself  totally  uninvclved. 

I  cxolained  if  there  v/ere  a  n":otion  to  suppress  that,    of  course,    I  v/culd 
have  to  testify  as  a  Gcv-'rnn-.ent  v/itness  against  Hov/ard,    th.at  I  hop-rd 
he  v/ould  unGerstand  that,    that  I  would  siiT.vlv  have  Lo  tell  the  truth,    tha 
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Howard  harl  ^one  off  the  payroll  and  was  using  his  former  office   and 
safe  v.-ithou!:  autliority,    that  I  would. simply  have  to  tell  all  of  the 
facts  as  I  recall  them. 

On  January  4,    Bittrnan  asked  to  see  me  again.     He  told  me  that  he 
had  u-ithdrawn  the  motion  to  suppress,    that  obvio'asly  based  on  v/hat 
I  had  told  him  i!:  would  not  succeed  and  there  v/as,    therefore,    no  point 
in  -aursuin-^  it.     He  told  me  that  Ho^^-ard  v/as  on  the  verge  of  crackia^ 
because  he  was  fearful  that  if  he  want  to  jail  something  catastrophic 
w-oiild  happen  to  his  children.     I  told  Bitcman  that  as  a  friend  I  would 
try  to  help  somehow  with  his  children,    perhaps  find  someone  v/ho 
could  assume  custody,    that  I  felt  Howard  had  already  suffered  m.ore 
punishm.er.t  than  any  court  could  give  and  I  personally  hoped  he 
didn't  have  to  go  to  jail. 

I  told  Bittm.an  that  if  he  did,    I  v^ould  certainly  make  any  recom.-nendations 
I  could  anytime,    any-Cvhere,   that  Howard's  sentence  be  m.itigafced  and  that 
he,    Bittman,    should  fsel  free  to  call  upon  me.     Just  as  a  hum.an  matter, 
I  couldn't  imagine  any  judge  sentencing  Hov/ard  to  an  extended  period  in 
jail,    knowing  the    circumstances  of  his  famJly  and  v/hat  could  be  the 
consequences. 

Bittman  said  that  Sirica  was  a  "hanging"  judge  and  that  Silbert  v/as  a 
zoalct  •Drcsccutor,    that  he,    Bittman,   had  tried  to  got  Silbert  to  agree 
to  a  plea  of  guilty  to  certain  counts  so  as  to  reduce  the  possible 
sentence,    that  Silbert  had  refused  unless  all  the  defendants  pleaded 
guilty.     He  said  that  the  defendants  were  not  unanimous  in  their 
feelings  and  that  Howard  might  in  fact  totally  crack  up  and  become 
a  mental  case  if  he  thought  he  was  going  to  jail  for  an  e;;tended  period 
and  his  children  would  not  be  cared  for. 

I  told  hi.m  1  thought  this  was  an  inhuman  situation,    that  obviously  there 
was  nothing  anyone  could  do,    but  I  assured  riim.  once  a^ain  of  m.y 
personal  feelings  and  m.y  desire  at  any  tim.e  to  make  any  recom.mendaticns 
that  v>/ould  be  heloiul,    but  I  couldn't  and  wouldn't  say  m^ore  than  that,    th-t 
the  last  :hin-4  anyone   should  go  Vvould  be  to  try  to  make  any  representation 
that  v.-o;'.ld  later  make  Howard's   situation  m.ore  difficult.      I  sim.ply  said 
I  hooed  Howard  would  trust  in  my  friendship,    that  somehow  I  would  fine 
ioraeway  to  assist  him  or  his  children  if  necessary.      Bittrnr>n  said  he 
thought  simply  on  a  perscnal_ba3is  that  knowing  that  I  ttill  fel-  compassion 
for  Howard  would  help  give  him  fortitude  to  get  through  the  trial  Knd   suffir 
V."- atover  consec-encer-  there  Wc-rc.  ,-' 
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35.     Between  January  3  and  January  5,  1973  John  Caulfield,  a  friend 
of  James  McCord  and  former  assistant  to  John  Dean,  delivered  to  Dean  a 
handwritten  copy  of  a  letter  Caulfield  had  received  from  McCord.  McCord' s 
letter  stated,  "if  Helms  goes  and  the  Watergate  operation  is  laid  at 
CIA's  feet,  where  it  does  not  belong,  every  tree  in  the  forest  will 
fall.  .  .  .  Just  pass  the  message  that  If  they  want  it  to  blow,  they 
are  on  exactly  the  right  course." 
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1235 


Exhibit  No.  34-29 
<2£^'fc>  /bee.  2^,-7z- 


t-Ario  .   /9-T      c_<A-S    Pfcer,      uii>Pfce£.    (t    "^cx^s    mot  etuo/oc, 
-Sij^-e-v       Te^&     I/O    TH6     Fo(2^sr      Uiit_i_    fall. 

cioST     P^J-iS      Tt+t     MGS5A<^£      TH-AT      .  iP         TH6-Y      LOAf^T     iT      T^ 

I'm       SbfLOH  TfJ/VT       VOO      luiLL      Ci^T      fJU/ZT      iW        Tl't& 

FAlj-oo-T. 
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974 

January  4,  I  learned  from  Ehrlichman  that  he  had  given  Colson  an 
afSrmative  regarding  clemency  for  Hunt  and  that  Colson  had  talked 
with  Bittman"again~"about  the  inatter.  There  was  another  nieeting  on 
this  subject  on  January  5,  in  Ehrlichman's  office,  in  which  Colson 
explained  exactly  what  he  had  told  Bittman  regarding  clemency.  He 
said  that  he  had  told  Bittman  that  he  could  not  give  a  specific  com- 
mitment but  he  gave  him  a  general  assurance.  He  also  said  that  he 
told  him  that  clemency  generally  came  up  aroimd  Christmas  and  that 
a  year  was  a  long  time.  It  was  as  this  meeting  was  ending  that  I  said 
to  Ehrlichman  that  this  will  obviously  affect  all  of  the  others  involved 
as  the  word  will  spread,  and  can  I  assume  that  the  same  commitment 
extends  to  all  ?  He  said  that  no  one  could  be  given  a  specific  commit- 
ment but  obviously,  if  Hunt  was  going  to  get  an  assurance  for  clemency 
the  others  could  understand  that  it  applied  to  all. 

After  the  meeting  in  Ehrlichman's  office,  Colson  told  me  that  al- 
though Ehrlichman  had  told  him  that  he  (Colson)  should  not  discuss 
this  matter  with  the  President,  that  he,  in  fact,  thought  it  was  so 
important  that  he  had  taken  it  up  with  the  President  himself.  I  also 
learned  shortly  thereafter,  as  a  result  of  a  telephone  call  from  O'Brien, 
that  Bittman  had  informed  O'Brien  that  Hunt  was  satisfied  with 
Colson's  assurances. 

As  I  shall  state  later,  the  President  himself  raised  this  subject  on 
two  occasions  with  me,  and  told  me  that  he  had  discussed  the  matter 
of  Executive  clemency  for  Hunt  with  both  Ehrlichman  and  Colson. 
The  President  raised  this  with  me  on  March  13,  1973,  and  April  15, 
1973. 

Caulfteld's  Dealixgs  With  McCord — January  1973 

While  I  was  in  California  during  the  late  December/early  January, 
as  I  referred  to  a  moment  ago,  1973, 1  received  a  call  from  ilr.  Field- 
ing who  told  me  that  Jack  Caulfield  had  received  a  letter  from  ilcCord. 
Fielding  was  not  explicit  regarding  the  contents  of  the  letter,  and  said 
that  he  had  taken  down  the  letter  and  that  I  could  read  it  when  I 
returned  in  the  next  day  or  so  to  the  office.  I  have  submitted  a  copy 
of  the  letter  transcribed  by  Fielding  to  the  committee. 

TThe  letter  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  34-29.*] 

Mr.  Deax.  Within  2  or  3  days  of  mv  return  to  the  office — that  is 
between  January  3  and  5,  Mr.  Caulfield  came  to  my  office  with  the 
original  letter.  I  do  not  know  what  I  did  with  the  original,  but  T  believe 
I  gave  it  to  Paul  O'Brien.  I  know  that  O'Brien  and  I  discussed  the 
matter,  because  he  told  me  that  ^NlcCord  was  not  cooperating  with  his 
lawver — Mr.  Alch.  O'Brien  also  told  me  that  Bittman  had  planned 
a  CIA  defense  to  the  case,  but  INIcCord.  who  initially  had  been  willing 
to  go  along,  later  refused. 

O'Brien  subsequentlv  talked  with  Mitchell  about  the  matter,  because 
Mitchell  called  me  and  informed  me  that  he  had  discussed  the  matter 
with  O'Brien,  and  Mitchell  asked  me  to  request  that  Jack  Caulfield 
talk  with  ]McCord  to  find  out  what  he  was  going  to  do.  I  told  Mitchell 
I  would  ask  Caulfield  to  speak  with  McCord.  T\Tien  I  later  tried  to 
reach  Caulfield  he  had  gone  to  California  for  a  drug  conference.  I  later 
informed  Mitchell  that  Caulfield  was  out  of  town. 


•Soe  p.  1235. 
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facts  tlipniiclves.  Anrl  it  is  relevant  to  this  committee's  inqitin.'  as  it 
relates  to  your  comhict  at  one  point  or  the  other. 

The  request  I  made  a  few  moments  ago  was  that  while  some  of  your 
testimony  will  be  hearsay  in  the  strict  sense,  simply  identify  tho~e 
parts,  that  iniorraation  which  you  give  us  in  this  statement,  which  you 
received  secondhand. 

Mr.  McCoRD.  Most  respectfully,  sir,  I  shall  try  to  do  so.  What  I  am 
reading  now  is  firsthand. 

Senator  Baker.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  McCoRD.  The  sentence  that  I  began:  Around  4:30  p.m.  that 
afternoon,  January  8,  while  waiting  for  a  ta.xi  after  the  court  session, 
Bernard  Barker  asked  my  attorneys  and  me  if  he  could  ride  in  the  cab 
■with  us  to  Bittman's  office,  which  we  agreed  to.  There  he  got  out  of 
the  cab  and  went  up  toward  Bittman's  office.  I  had  been  under  the 
impression  during  the  cab  ride  that  Bittman  was  going  to  talk  to  both 
Barker  and  me  jointly,  and  became  angered  at  what  seemed  to  me  to 
be  the  arrogance  and  audacity  of  another  man's  lawyer  calling  in  two 
other  lawyer's  clients  and  pitching  them  for  the  White  House.  Alch 
saw  my  anger  and  took  me  aside  for  about  a  half  hour  after  the  cab 
arrived,  in  front  of  Bittman's  office,  and  let  Barker  go  up  alone.  About  5 
p.m.  we  went  up  to  Bittman's  office.  There  Alch  disappeared  with 
Bittman,  and  I  sat  alone  in  Bittman's  office  for  a  period  of  time, 
became  irritated,  and  went  next  door  where  Bernard  Shankman  and 
Austin  Mittler,  attorneys  for  me  and  Hunt  respectively,  were  talking 
about  legitimate  legal  matters.  I  might  add  at  this  point  parentheti- 
cally no  knowledge  whatever  that  either  Bernard  Shankman  or  Austin 
Mittler  had  any  knowledge  of  whatever  of  the  events  which  I  am 
discussing  in  this  memorandum. 

Alch  finally  came  back,  took  me  aside  and  said  that  Bittman  told 
him  I  would  be  called  that  same  night  by  a  friend  I  had  known  from 
the  White  House. 

Senator  Baker.  Now,  at  that  point,  I  take  it  that  that  is  second- 
hand information? 

Senator  Ervin.  That  is  testimony  of  what  he  says  that  his  lawyer 
told  him  Mr.  Bittman  said.  Of  course,  as  far  as  Bittman  is  concerned 
and  the  Wliite  House  is  concerned,  it  is  hearsay,  but  it  is  his  own 
knowledge. 

Senator  Bakek.  I  entirely  agree,  Mr.  Chairman.  The  point  I  am 
making  is  I  want  to  separate  the  wheat  from  the  chaff  and  what  his 
lawyer  told  him  clearly  is  primary  evidence.  Wliat  his  law^ter  told  hun 
that  someone  else  told  him  is  clearly  hearsay  after  that.  But  once 
again,  I  am  not  trying  to  exclude  it.  I  wish  simply  to  identify  it  as  we 
go  along. 

Mr.  !\lcCoRD.  I  believe  I  stated  it,  sir,  as  it  occurred,  which  was 
-i,hat  this  was  a  statement  by  Mr.  Alch. 
"^^^^  My  statement  was  that:  Mr.  Alch  finally  came  back,  took  me  aside, 
and  said  that  Mr.  Bittman  had  told  him  that  I  would  be  called  that 
same  night  by  a  friend  I  had  known  from  the  White  House. 

I  assvuned  this  would  be  John  Caulfield  who  had  originally  recruited 
me  for  the  Committee  for  the  Re-election  of  the  Pre.-ident  position. 

'About  r2::i0  p.m.  that  same  evening,  I  received  a  call  from  an 


unidentified  indivitlual  who  said  that  Caulfield  was  out  of  town,  and 
asked  me  to  go  to  a  pay  phone  booth  near  the  Blue  Fountain  Iim  ou 
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was  one  of  tlie  things  which  led  to  Nazi  Germany's  downfall.  TVhen 
linked  with  what  I  saw  happening  to  the  FBI  under  Pat  Gray — 
political  control  by  the  White  House — it  appeared  then  that  the  two 
Government  agencies  which  should  be  able  to  prepare  their  reports, 
and  to  conduct  their  business,  -with  complete  integrity  and  honesty, 
in  the  national  interest,  were  no  longer  going  to  be  able  to  do  so. 
That  the  Nation  was  in  serious  trouble  has  since  been  confirmed  in 
my  opinion  by  what  happened  in  the  case  of  Gra3''s  leadership  of 
the  FBI. 

E.  Howard  Hunt  has  additional  information  relevant  to  the  above. 
Hunt  stated  to  me  on  more  than  one  occasion  in  the  latter  part  of 
1972,  that  he.  Hunt,  had  information  in  his  possession  wMch  "would 
be  sufficient  to  impeach  the  President."  In  addition,  Mrs.  E.  Howard 
Hunt,  on  or  about  November  .30,  1972,  in  a  personal  conversation 
with  me,  stated  that  E.  Howard  Hunt's  attorney,  "\Xilliam  O.  Bittman, 
had  read  to  Kenneth  Parkinson,  the  attorney  for  the  Committee  To 
Re-Elect  the  President,  in  which  letter.  Hunt  purportedly  threatened 
"to  blow  the  White  House  out  of  the  water."  Mrs.  Hunt  at  this  point 
in  her  conversation  with  me,  also  repeated  the  statement  which  she, 
too,  had  made  before,  which  was  that  E.  Howard  Hunt  had  informa- 
tion which  could  impeach  the  President. 

I  regret  that  this  memorandum  has  taken  this  length  to  set  forth. 
In  view  of  the  nature  of  the  information  which  I  had  to  furnish, 
however,  it  appeared  that  there  was  no  other  way  to  adequately  set 
this  material  forth,  and  to  do  so  in  the  proper  context,  without  de- 
leting material  highly  relevant  to  the  events  being  reported.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  appear  and  answer  questions  under  oath  on  the  material 
which  appeai-s  in  this  memorandum.  It  has  my  signature. 

I  have  a  further  addition  relevant  to  that  in  the  statement  which  I 
could  read  at  this  time. 

The  topic  oT  it  is  the  December  1972  letter  to  John  Caulfielch  This 
letter  is  relevant  to  the  May  4,  197-3,  memo  submitted  to  Senate 
Watergate  committee  and  the  Federal  grand  jurj',  on  the  subject  of 
pressure  to  place  the  blame  on  CIA  for  the  Watergate  operation. 

A  letter  was  written  to  John  Caulfield  during  the  week  of  Decem- 
ber 25,  1972;  reference  to  this  letter  appeared  in  the  press  the  last 
weekend.  And  geared — speaking  of  my  own  feelings  and  at  the  time 
the  letter  was  written — and  geared  because  of  what  appeared  to  me 
to  be  a  rutliless  attempt  by  the  Wlrite  House  to  put  the  blame  for 
the  Watergate  operation  on  CIA  where  it  did  not  belong,  I  sought 
to  head  it  off  by  sending  a  letter  to  Caulfield.  This  letter  was  couched 
in  strong  language  because  it  seemed  to  me  at  the  time  that  this  was 
the  only  language  that  the  Wliite  House  understood.  The  letter  read 
in  substance  as  follows,  to  the  best  of  my  memory: 

"Dear  Jack:  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  wTite  ^'ou  this  letter.  If  Helms 
goes  and  the  Watergate  operation  is  laid  at  CIA's  feet  where  it  does 
not  belong,  every  tree  in  the  forest  will  fall.  It  -will  be  a  scorched 
desert.  The  whole  matter  is  at  the  precipice  right  now.  Pass  the  mes- 
sage that  if  they  want  it  to  blow,  they  are  on  exactly  the  right  course. 
I  am  sorry  that  you  will  get  hurt  in  the  fallout." 

The  letter  was  unsigned  and  did  not  contain  any  message  re- 
questing any  contact  with  Caulfield,  nor  any  request  for  the  ^^^^ite 
House  to  get  me  off  in  the  case.  I,  in  fact,  sought  no  such  contact  at 
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any  time.  If  I  had  wanted  to  talk  with  Caulfield,  it  would  not  have 
been  necessary  to  go  through  any  coniphcated  arrangements  and  a 
trip  to  William  Bittman's  office  as  occurred  on  January  S,  1973.  I 
need  only  have  made  a  phone  call  to  CauJfield's  office  or  home.  At 
o  time  did  I  ever  initiate  any  such  call  to  Caulfiehl. 

Now,  the  above  letter  to  Caulfield  brings  to  mind  another  set  of 
communications  of  mine  on  December  6,  1972.  On  December  4,  1972, 
Judge  Sirica  had  stated  in  open  court  that  the  jurj'  in  January  1973, 
would  want  to  know  who  had  hired  the  men  for  the  Watergate  oper- 
ation and  why. 

On  December  6,  1972,  the  Washington  Star  carried  an  article  which 
appeared  to  me  to  be  an  administration-planted  story  answering 
Judge  Sirica's  query  stating  that  "Reliable  sources  state  that  McCord 
recruited  the  four  Cubans  and  that  they  believed  that  they  were 
working  for  the  President  on  an  extremely  sensitive  mission."  This 
was  untrue. 

This  appeared  to  me  to  be  la\-ing  the  groundwork  for  a  false  claim 
at  the  trial  that  I  was  the  "ringleader"  of  the  Watergate  plot.  This 
would  draw  attention  away  from  Hunt  and  Liddy,  and  I  beheve 
possibly  away  from  the  White  House,  since  both  of  them  had  formerly 
worked  at  the  Wliite  House  and  I  had  not. 

That  same  evening  December  6,  1972,  I  sent  telegrams  to  William 
O.  Bittman,  attorney  for  Hunt,  and  Bernard  Barker's  residence  in 
Miami,  Fla.,  stating  that  the  story  was  untrue  as  they  both  knew, 
and  I  asked  for  comments  by  return  mail  from  Barker.  I  also  wrote 
Hunt  a  letter  on  the  matter  stating  that  as  he  also  knew,  the  story  was 
untrue  and  he  could  either  correct  it  or  I  would  do  so.  Copies  of  the- 
telegrams  can  probably  be  obtained  from  the  Western  Union  Co. 

With  the  letter  to  Caulfield  in  late  December  1972,  I  was  tr\-ing  to 
head  off  an  effort  to  falsely  lay  the  Watergate  operation  off'  on  CIA. 
In  the  telegrams  and  letter  to  Hunt  and  the  others  in  December  1972,. 
that  I  have  just  referred  to,  I  was  trj-ing  to  head  off  an  effort  to- 
falsely  lay  the  recruitment  of  the  Cubans  off  on  the  writer  which 
would,  in  turn  shift  the  focus  of  the  trial  off  of  those  formerly  con- 
nected with  the  Wliite  House,  namely,  Liddy  and  Hunt  than  from, 
those  who  in  effect  had  actually  recruited  them,  namely  Mr.  Hunt. 

I  have  some  other  memorandums  in  the  statements  that  I  have  here 
to  read,  and  I  can  answer  your  cjuestions  at  this  point  or  proceed  to 
the  reading  of  the  statement,  as  you  would  prefer. 

Senator  Baker.  If  it  is  agreeable  with  the  chairman,  Mr.  McCord, 
I  would  prefer  that  you  go  ahead  and  read  the  material  that  j-ou  have. 

Mr.  McCord.  Newspapers  over  the  weekend  have  also  referred 
to  some  calls  to  some  local  embassies.  I  %vill  try  to  explain  those  in  the 
statement  that  I  vrill  read  at  this  time. 

In  July  1972,  Mrs.  Hunt  had  told  me  that  Paul  O'Brien,  attorney 
for  CRP,  had  told  her  husband  that  when  the  Watergate  case  broke  in 
June,  the  Committee  for  the  Re-EIection  of  the  President  told  O'Brien 
that  the  Watergate  operation  was  a  CIA  operation,  I  believe  I  referred 
to  this  in  the  earlier  statement.  She  said  that  Howard  Hunt  had  ex- 
ploded at  this  and  told  O'Brien  that  this  was  not  true;  that  it  was  not  a 
CIA  operation.  A  few  days  later  Mrs.  Hunt  told  me  that  the  CRP 
la\yyers  were  now  reporting  that  the  administration  was  going  to- 
allege  at  the  trial  that  Liddy  had  stolen  $16,000  and  had  bribed  Hunt 
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to  a  tlesi"-iuxtcd  public  telephone  booth  near  his  house  where  I  would  be 
calling  hiin.  I  called  him  at  that  public  telephone  and  snnpb'-^  asked 
him  if  there  was  anything  I  could  do  for  him  or  his  family  at  this  time 
of  personal  uifhculty.  No  one  had  asked  me  to  make  this  call  and  I 
was  motivated  entirely  by  my  owti  personal  concern  for  his  concUlion 
and  that  of  his  family.  ,  .    ,.         ,  ,         ,- 

To  deviate  a  bit  here  I  noticed  Mr.  McCord  indicatod  here  his 
conversation  with  mc  on  that  occasion  coming  of  a  story  relative  to  a 
double  agent  Alfred  Bald%\Tii.  I  do  recall  him  mentioning  that,  I  did 
not  when  I  made  this  statement,  that  is  in  fact  correct. 

I  did  not  see  or  hear  from  Mr.  McCord  again  until  I  received  an 
anonymous  letter  at  my  home  in  December  of  1972.  It  was  typewTitten, 
a  note  approximately  two  paragraphs  in  length  and,  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  said: 

Dear  Jack— I  am  sorry  to  have  to  toll  vou  this  but  the  White  House  is  bent  ott 
havin"-  the  CIA  take  the  blame  for  the  Watergate.  If  they  continue  to  pursue  this 
course,  every  tree  in  the  forest  will  fall  and  it  will  be  a  scorched  earth.  Jack,  even 
you  wiU  be  hurt  m  the  fallout. 

I  examined  the  letter  and  found  that  it  was  postmarked  in  Rockville, 
Md.,  and  thereby  believed  that  the  letter  was  from  James  ]McCord 
because  he  lived  in  Rockville.  I  called  Mr.  Dean's  office  and  spoke 
vfiih  Mr.  Fielding,  an  assistant  to  :Mr.  Dean,  and  read  the  letter  over 
the  telephone  to  him.  Thereafter  I  went  to  Mr.  Dean's  office  and  gave 
him  the  letter. 

In  early  January  of  1973, 1  was  attending  a  drug  conference  m  San 
Clemente,  Calif,  when  I  received  a  telephone  call  in  my  hotel  room 
from  Mr.  Jolm  Dean.  He  asked  that  I  go  outside  the  hotel  and  call 
him  back  from  a  pubUc  telephone,  which  I  did.  He  told  me  that  he 
had  a  very  important  message  which  he  wanted  me  to  deliver  to 
James  McCord,  that  Mr.  McCord  was  expecting  to  hear  from  me  and 
McCord  would  understand  what  the  message  referred  to.  He  said  the 
message  consisted  of  three  things: 

1.  "A  year  is  a  lon^  time;" 

2.  "your  wife  and  family  will  be  taken  care  of;" 

3.  "you  will  be  rehabiUtated  with  employment  when  tliis  is  all  over." 
I  immediately  reahzed  that  I  was  being  asked  to  do  a  very  dangerous 

thing  and  I  said  to  Mr.  Dean  that  I  cUd  not  tliink  it  was  wise  to  send 
me  on  such  a  mission  smce  Mr.  McCord  knew,  as  many  others  did, 
that  I  had  worked  closely  with  'Sir.  Dean  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  at  the 
White  House  and  therefore  it  might  be  quickly  guessed  that  any 
messages  I  was  conve3ang  were  probably  from  one  of  the  two.  The 
reason^I  raised  this  question  mth  him  was  because,  very  frankly,  I  did 
not  \\-i3h  to  convey  the  message.  Mr.  Dean  asked  if  I  could  think  of 
any  other  way  to  do  it  and  I  suggested  that  perhaps  I  could  get  Mr. 
Ulasewicz  to  convey  the  message  over  the  telephone  anonymously, 
stating  that  the  message  had  come  from  me. 

Mr.  Dean  felt  this  would  be  all  right  so  I  hung  up  the  telephone  and 
called  Mr.  Ulase\vicz  in  New  York.  He  did  not  wish  to  convey  the 
message  at  first  but  I  convinced  him  to  do  it  merely  as  a  matter  of 
friendship  to  me.  Mr.  Ulasewicz  called  Mr.  IMcCord's  home,  and 
presumably,  delivered  the  same  message  which  Mr.  Dean  had  given 
to  me.  He  then  called  me  back  in  California,  and  reported  that  he  had 
delivered  the  message  and  that  Mr.  McCord's  attitude  had  been  one  of 
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36.       On  January  11,  1973  Hunt  pleaded  guilty  to  all  counts  of  the 
indictment  against  him  in  United  States  v.  Liddy .  The  remaining 
defendants,  except  for  Gordon  Liddy  and  James  McCord,  pleaded  guilty 
to  all  counts  against  them  on  January  15,  1973. 
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V.    LIDDY  TRANSCRIPT,    121 

121 


TilE  COURT:   I  will  put  that  question  to  you  as  framed 
by  counsel:   Do  you  accept  those  as  substantially  the  facts  as 
you  know  then  to  be? 

DEFEiroANT  HUNT:   Substantially,  yes.  Your  Honor. 

THE  COURT:   You  agree  with  the  Government's  opening 
statement  insofar  as  your  knowledge  of  this  conspiracy? 

DEFENDANT  HUNT:   Yes,  Your  Honor. 

THE  COURT:   And  your  participation  in  it? 

DEFENDANT  HUNT:   Yes,  Your  Honor. 

THE  COURT:   Does  that  answer  the  question? 

MR.  SILBERT:   Yes,  Your  Honor,  it  does. 

THE  COURT:   All  right,  take  his  plea. 

THE  DEPUTY  CLERK:   Mr.  Hunt,  in  Criminal  Case  No, 
1827-72,  do  you  now  wish  to  withdraw  the  plea  of  not  guilty 
which  was  entered  previously  and  now  enter  a  plea  of  guilty 
to  Counts  One,  T\7o,  Three,  Four,  Five  and  Eight  of  the  indict- 
ment? 

DEFENDANT  HUNT:   I  do. 

THE  COURT:   This  case  v;ill  be  referred  to  the  Probation 
Officer  for  presentence  investigation  cind  report. 

Do  you  v?ant  to  make  a  statement  before  I  say  anything 
about  the  commitment? 

MR.  BITTxIAN:   Your  Honor,  of  course  I  would  respect- 
fully request  for  all  the  reasons  I  outlined  yesterday  and 
other  reasons  I  am  prepared  to  bring  to  Your  Honor's  attention, 
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36.2     BARKER,   MARTINEZ,    STURGIS,    GONZALEZ  GUILTY  PLEAS,   JANUARY  15,    1973,  4*22 

UNITED  STATES  V.    LIDDY  TRANSCRIPT,    422 , 


r 


E»attar  to  the  Court  of  ApoGals. 
CoEnit  tiiQ  Defendants. 
MR,    SILBiiRT:      Is  Your  Honor  going  to  fomally  tale  the 


plea? 

TliE  COUR?:      Yes. 

THE  DEPUTY  CT.riRi:;      Bernard  L.    Barker,   Eugenio  R. 
Martinez,   Frank  A.    Sturgis,    and  Virgilio  R.   Gonzalez,    is  it  your 
desire  to  v/ithdraw  your  pica  of  not  guilty  wiiich  you  entered 
previously  and  nov/  enter  a  plea  of  guilty  to  Counts  One  frirough 
Seven  of  the  indictneut? 

IHU    EAKCER:      Yes. 

MR.    >L\RriMES:      Yes,    sir. 

MR.    STURGIS:      Yes. 

MR.    GONZALEZ:      Yes. 

THE  COURT:      All  right,    the  Defendants  will  be  CCTzrittcc 

Court  is  adjourned. 

IIR.   R0'rii3Lx\TT :      Yotir  Honor,    so  tltat  we  clarify   the 
record.   Your  Honor  propounded  certain  questions   to  the  Dofenuant; 
with  respect  to  their  conferences  with  ne,   !ir.   Cope,    antl 
Mr.    riev/ir/er.      Of  course,    I  \/ould  lihe   tiie  record  to  be   clear 
as   I   indicated   to  Your  Honor  at  the  bench,   tlie  plea  tliat  has 
been  entered  has   not  been  nade  with  i\y  consent  and  concurrence. 

'i'ii!:-  COUP.T:      I   understand  you  did  not   consent,    that   is 
in  tie   letter,    the  letter  spcaJcs   for  itself. 

;tR.    nOTiLiU'-.TT :      So   it  luijn't  been   cha.Tjid  since-   that. 
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37.       On  January  12,  14  and  25,  1973  offers  of  executive  clemency  were 
made  to  McCord  by  Caulfleld  at  the  direction  of  Dean. 
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I  did  try  to  impress  upon  Mr.  McCord  that  I  was  simply  a  messenger 
and  was  not  too  pleased  to  even  be  doing  that.  I  did  say  that  the 
people  who  had  asked  nie  to  conve}'  the  message  had  always  been 
honorable  toward  me  and  that  I  thought  it  was  a  sincere  offer. 

He  asked  me  who  I  was  speaking  ^\'ith  at  the  White  House  and  I 
said  I  could  not  reveal  any  names  but  that  they  were  from  the  "highest 
level  of  the  White  House." 

He  continually  said  that  all  he  was  interested  in  was  his  freedom 
and  that  he  was  not  pleased  that  others  who  he  felt  had  been  involved 
were  not  suffering  the  consequences  that  he  was.  In  the  context  of 
demanding  his  immediate  freedom,  he  said  that  he  knew  of  a  way  in 
which  his  freedom  could  be  obtained  and  asked  me  if  I  could  convey 
liis  plan  to  the  people  at  the  Wliite  House  with  whom  I  was  talking. 
His  plan,  simply,  was  as  follows:  On  two  occasions,  one  in  Sep- 
tember 1972  and  the  other  in  October  1972,  Mr.  McCord  told  me 
that  he  had  called  telephone  numbers  at  foreign  embassies  in  Washing- 
ton and  he  stated  he  was  sm-e  these  embassies  were  subjects  of  national 
security  wiretaps.  On  both  occasions  he  had  stated  that  he  was  a  man 
involved  in  the  Watergate  scandal  and,  without  giving  his  name,  had 
inquired  as  to  the  possibility  of  acquiring  visas  and  other  traveling 
papers  necessary  to  travel  to  these  foreign  countries. 

It  was  Mr.  McCord's  theory  that  if  the  Government  searched  its 
■wiretap  records,  it  would  find  records  of  these  two  calls.  Meanwhile, 
Mr.  McCord  and  his  attorneys  would  make  a  motion  in  coiu-t,  aimed 
at  dismissing  the  case  against  Mr.  McCord  because  of  the  use  of 
wiretap  evidence  by  the  prosecution.  Mr.  McCord's  idea  was  that 
when  the  U.S.  attorney  was  told  that  at  least  two  of  Mr.  McCord's 
conversations  had  been  intercepted  over  a  national  secuiity  mretap, 
he  would  be  forced  to  dismiss  the  case  rather  than  reveal  that  the  two 
embassies  in  question  were  the  subject  of  national  security  wiretaps. 
Mr.  McCord  was  quite  adamant  in  saying  that  he  was  siu-e  the 
Government  could  seciure  his  immediate  release  if  the}"  wanted  to 
help  him  and,  other  than  the  publicity  incumbent  on  the  Government 
for  being  forced  to  dismiss  the  case  against  him,  such  an  approach 
would  save  the  administration  any  real  embarrassment.  He  gave  me 
a  note  \vith  the  dates  of  the  two  conversations  that  he  referred  to  and 
told  me  that  he  knew  this  kind  of  thing  had  been  done  before,  most 
recently  in  the  Ellsberg  case  and  that  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  Gov- 
ernment could  not  at  least  accomplish  this  for  him.  I  told  Mr.  McCord 
that  I  would  get  back  to  him  on  the  ^\dretap  situation  aiid  would 
probably  be  calling  him  in  a  day  or  two  to  set  this  up.  I  agreed  to 
carry  this  message  concerning  ^viretaps  back  to  the  White  House  and 
^the  meeting  ended. 

^""^At  no  time  in  our  first  meeting  do  I  recall  saj-ing  anything  about 
I  the  President  but  I  specifically  renewed  the  offer  of  Executive  cleniency, 
I  as  indicated  above  and  referred  to  it  as  coming  from  "the  highest 
I  levels  of  the  White  House."  At  some  point  in  the  conversation  Mr. 
■  McCord  said  to  me,  "Jack,  I  didn't  ask  to  see  you."  This  puzzled 
me  since  my  clear  understanding  from  Mr.  Dean  was  that  McCord 
had  specifically  asked  to  see  me. 

In  any  event,  I  called  Mr.  Dean  on  Friday  night,  January  12,  and 
reported  that  Mr.  McCord  did  not  seem  interested  in  accepting  the 
offer  made  in  Mr.  Dean's  origmal  message  to  him,  that  Mr.  McCord 
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wanted  his  immediate  freedom  and  that  he,  Mr.  .\IcCord,  felt  that  he 
had  a  way  to  obtain  that  freedom.  I  then  mentioned  over  the  tele- 
phone, McCord's  idea  for  securing  his  freedom  because  of  the  use  ot 
national  security  u-iretaps  and  said  that  I  wished  to  discuss  this  matter 

'  ^The  following  day  I  saw  Mr.  Dean  in  his  office  in  the  White  House 
and  explained  to  him  Mr.  McCord's  suggestion  for  obtammg  his  ij:ee- 
dom  as  Mr.  McCord  had  described  it  to  me.  Mr.  Dean  said  Well, 
I'll  check  on  that."  He  then  turned  the  conversation  back  to  the  otter 
of  Executive  clemency.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  he  said  Jack,  1 
want  you  to  go  back  to  him-McCord-and  tell  him  that  we  are 
checking  on  these  wiretaps  but  this  time  impress  upon  him  as  fully  as 
you  can  that  this  offer  of  Executive  clemency  is  a  sincere  offer  which 
comes  from  the  very  highest  levels  of  the  Wliite  House. 

I  said,  "I  have  not  used  anybody's  name  with  him,  do  you  want  me 

He  said,  "No,  I  don't  want  you  to  do  that  but  tell  him  that  this 
message  comes  from  the  very  highest  levels."  ,,     ^5      -j     ,->'> 

I  said  "Do  you  want  me  to  tell  hhn  it  comes  from  the  President r 
He  said  words  to  the  effect,  "No,  don't  do  that;  say  that  it  comes 

from  way  up  at  the  top."  , ,  ^     ,      j  ^i    ..  •    i  „,i  t 

I  told  Mr:  Dean  I  would  get  back  to  Mr.  McCord  and  that  mdeed,  i 

had  toldMr.  McCord  that  I  would.  ^v,  *  ti,;. 

At  the  meeting  with  Mr.  Dean  he  also  impressed  upon  me  that  this 

was  a  very  grave  situation  which  might  someday  threaten  the  iTesi- 

dent    that  it  had  the  potential  of  becoming  a  national  scandal  and 

Lthat'many  people  in  the  White  House  were  quite  concerned  over  it. 
Mr  Dean  said  that  none  of  the  other  then-defendants  m  the  Water- 
gate burglary  "were  any  problem,"  and  that  Mr.  McCord  was  not 
cooperating  with  his  attorney."  j  v.    c  „of^  ;„ 

■"  I  have  been  asked  at  the  U.S.  attorney's  office  and  by  Senate  in- 
vesti'rators,  and  have  tried  as  best  I  can  to  recall  what  impressions  i 
had  at  this  particular  point  in  time.  As  best  as  these  impressions  can 
be  stated,  I  believed  that  I  was  going  back  to  see  Mr.  McCord  to  again 
extend  an  offer  of  Executive  clemency  and  that  by  my  domg  so  i  was 
doincr  a  great  service  for  the  President  of  the  United  States  in  a  very 
sensidve  matter.  At  no  time,  either  before  or  after  this  meeting  %vith 
Mr   Dean  did  I  ever  speak  to  any  other  White  House  officials  about 
this  offer  of  Executive  clemency.  I  specifically  never  spoke  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  have  no  knowledge  of  my  o^vti  as 
to  whether  he  personallv  had  endorsed  this  offer  or  indeed  whether 
anyone  had  ever  discussed  it  with  him.  Since  I  had  worked  extensively 
for  Mr  Dean  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  and  had  formed  an  impression  that 
Mr    Dean  rarely  made  decisions  on  matters  of  consequence  without 
speaking  to  Mr.  Ehrhchman,  my  guess  was  that  when  Mr.  De^ii  re- 
ferred to  "hi<^h  Wliite  House  officials"  he  at  least  meant  Mr.  Ehrlich- 
man   I  know  that  he  was  m  conversation  with  someone  about  my 
contacts  vnth  Mr.  McCord  since,  when  I  was  in  his  office  on  Januaiy 
13  he  received  a  telephone  call  and  I  heard  him  say,  "I  m  receivmg  a 
report  on  that  right  now"  to  the  party  on  the  other  end. 
^  At  any  rate,  I  then  caUed  Mr  McCord  and  arranged  a  meeting  ^nth 
I    him  a<-ain  at  the  second  overlook  of  the  George  Washington  Parkway 
I    early  in  the  afternoon  on  Sunday,  Januaiy  14.  On  this  occasion  we 
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both  got  out  of  our  cars  and  talked  dowii  a  path  from  the  overlook 
toward  th"^  Potoniaf.  Ri\'ei'. 

This  meeting  hasted  only  10  to  15  minutes.  I  did  most  of  the  talking. 
I  told  Mr.  McCord  that  the  White  House  was  checking  into  the 
wiretapping  situation  and  that  I  had  been  asked  to  impress  upon 
liim  once  again  that  the  offer  of  Executive  clemency  was  a  sincere  and 
believable  offer  coming  from  the  veiy  higliest  levels  of  the  White 
House.  I  explained  to  him  that  among  the  reasons  why  I  believed  that 
such  a  conuuitment  would  be  kept  were  that  the  White  House  oificials 
with  whom  I  was  in  contact  were  extremely  concerned  about  the 
Watergate  btirglary  developing  into  a  major  scandal  affecting  the 
President  and  therefore  such  a  promise  would  not  be  given  lightl}-. 
I  told  him  that  the  White  House  officials  with  whom  I  was  talldng  were 

L complaining  because  they  felt  that  Mr.  McCord  was  the  onlj-  one  of 
the  Watergate  burglary  defendants  who  was  refusing  to  cooperate. 
At  no  time  on  this  occasion  or  on  any  other  occasion  do  I  recall  telling 
Mr.  McCord  to  keep  silent  if  called  before  the  grand  jury  or  an}"- 
congressional  committees. 

Senator  Ervin.  Mr.  Caulfield,  we  have  another  vote.  I  think  maybe 
you  had  better  pause  until  we  get  back. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Ervin.  The  committee  will  resume. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Caulfield,  you  were  in  the  midst  of  your  statement. 
I  suggest  you  go  back  a  sentence  or  two  so  we  will  have  continuitJ^ 

Mr.  Caulfield.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Actually,  perhaps  you  should  go  back  a  little  further. 

Mr.  Caulfield.  I  will  pick  up  a  couple  of  sentences,  Mr.  Dash. 

I  told  him  that  the  White  House  officials  with  whom  I  was  talking 
were  complaining  because  they  felt  that  Mr.  McCord  was  the  only  one 
of  the  Watergate  burglary  defendants  who  was  refusing  to  cooperate. 
At  no  time  on  this  occasion  or  on  any  other  occasion  do  I  recall  telhng 
Mr.  McCord  to  keep  silent  if  called  before  the  grand  jury  or  any 
congressional  committees. 

His  response  to  my  conversation  was  that  he  still  wanted  his  im- 
mediate freedom  and  he  felt  strongly  that  if  the  White  House  had  any 
interest  in  helping  him  secure  that  freedom  that  they  could  do  some- 
thing about  the  two  telephone  calls  which  he  was  sure  had  been  inter- 
cepted. I  told  him  I  would  check  on  this  matter  again  and  get  back  to 
him. 

I  was  not  attempting  to  exert  pressure  on  Mr.  McCord  by  telling 
him  of  comments  I  was  hearing  from  the  White  House;  merely,  I  was 
attempting  to  let  him  know  the  kinds  of  things  I  was  hearing  from  Mr. 
Dean  concemuag  the  White  House's  attitude  toward  him  if  that  would 
be  of  Siuy  assistance  to  him. 

r^Later  on  Sunday  I  telephoned  Mr.  Dean  to  report  on  my  meeting 
with  Mr.  McCord.  I  told  him  that  in  my  opinion  Mr.  McCord  has 
absolutely  no  interest  in  the  offer  of  Executive  clemency.  I  told  Mr. 
Dean  that  Mr.  McCord  was  still  adamant  in  his  beUef  that  the  White 
House  had  the  power  to  have  the  charges  against  him  dismissed  if  it 
would  merely  pursue  the  wiretaps  which  he  had  mentioned.  Mr.  Dean 
said  that  I  should  tell  him  that  there  wasn't  much  likelihood  that 
anything  would  be  done  about  the  wiretap  situation  and,  in  response 
to  my  comments  about  McCord's  refusal  to  consider  Executive  clem- 


(490) 


M 

I    ^ 

I    mi 


27. 1     JOHN  CAULFIELD  TESTIMONY,    MAY  22,    1973^    1   SSC  256-59 

259 

ency  he  said  something  like,  "Well,  what  the  hell  does  he  know, 
anyway?" 

Air.  Dean  told  me  to  go  back  to  Mr.  McCord  again  and  "com- 
miserate" with  him  but  he  did  not  ask  me  to  renew  the  offer  of  Execu- 
tive clemency.  I  guessed  that  the  reason  why  he  wanted  me  to  see  Mr. 
McCord  again  was  simply  to  maintain  a  friendly  relationship  with  him 
in  case  there  was  a  need  for  any  further  conversation  with  him  thi-ough 
me.  I  probably  would  have  met  again  mth  Mr.  McCord  anyway,  since 
I  felt  badly  about  his  predicament  and  I  considered  him  a  good  friend. 

In  any  event,  on  Monday,  January  15,  I  called  McCord  to  report 
that  nothing  seemed  to  be  happening  in  regard  to  the  Aviretap  situa- 
tion. He  became  quite  angiy  over  the  telephone  and  reaffirmed  his 
behef  that  if  the  White  House  really  wanted  to  help  him  they  could 
do  so  by  using  the  method  he  had  suggested  and  that  he  knew  that  Mr. 
Magruder  (who  was  then  going  to  be  a  Government  witness)  was 
going  to  perjure  himself.  I  also  mentioned  getting  together  with  him 
but  he  said  he  had  no  interest  in  seeing  me  unless  I  had  something 
more  to  talk  to  him  about.  He  was  quite  upset  so  I  did  not  pursue  the 
matter  further. 

On  Tuesday,  January  16,  I  again  called  him  in  an  attempt  to  meet 
with  him  and  he  again  was  highly  irritated  about  the  White  House's 
failure  to  do  something  about  the  wiretap  situation  and  again  men- 
tioned Air.  Magruder.  I  said  I  would  inquire  further  about  the  wire- 
taps and  I  nught  have  something  for  him  "in  a  week  or  so." 

Subsequently  I  called  him  and  arranged  to  meet  with  him  again, 
the  exact  date  of  this  meeting  being  unsure  in  m}'  mind.  We  again  met 
at  the  overlook  on  the  George  Washington  Parkway,  he  got  into  my 
car  and  we  drove  out  the  parkway,  pm^uing  a  course  in  the  general 
direction  of  Warrenton,  Va.  I  have  no  specific  recollection  as  to  how 
long  we  drove  but  I  would  say  that  it  was  an  hour  or  two. 

I  would  characterize  this  conversation  as  a  veiy  friendly  one  in 
which  a  large  portion  of  the  time  was  spent  discussing  our  respective 
families,  how  my  job  at  the  Treasury  Department  was  going,  and 
various  other  purely  personal  matters.  I  gave  him  my  private  telephone 
number  at  the  Treasury  Department  and  told  him  that  if  he  or  his 
wife  ever  wanted  me  to  do  anything  for  them,  they  should  feel  free  to 
call  me.  I  told  McCord  that  if  he  or  his  wife  should  decide  to  call  me, 
to  simply  use  the  name  "Watson"  and  I  would  know  who  it  was. 
Frankly,  this  was  merely  a  de\'ice  to  save  me  from  any  possible 
emb  arr  assm  en  t . 

I  do  not  have  a  specific  recollection  as  to  how  it  arose,  but  I  believe 
he  asked  me  if  he  was  still  the  only  one  of  the  Watergate  defendants 
that  the  White  House  was  concerned  about.  I  said  that  I  thought  he 
was,  but  that  I  had  no  knowledge  of  what  relationship  existed  between 
the  White  House  and  the  other  Watergate  defendants.  He  said  that  the 
Cuban  defendants  were  quite  nervous  and  in  his  opinion,  might  make 
a  statement  at  any  time  and  that  I  "could  pass  that  along  for  whatever 
it  was  worth." 

I  told  him  there  was  absolutely  no  hope,  in  my  opinion,  of  the  White 
House  ever  doing  anything  about  the  wiretap  situation  and  asked  him 
when  he  thought  he  might  make  a  statement.  He  said  that  he  had  not 
decided  that  yet,  but  that  he  had  spoken  to  his  wife  and  family  and 
that  he  felt  free  to  make  a  statement  whenever  he  thought  the  time 
was  right. 
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nothing  that  would  indicate  such,  and  I  simply  wanted  to  go  on  the 
record  with  Mr.  Caulfield  to  that  effect. 

Senator  Gurney.  We  do  want  to  get  back  to  the  statement  but,  m 
sort,  what  you  are  saving  is  that  Mr.  Caulfield's  friend  Watson  by 
iiiune  is  the  man  whose  voice  vou  heard? 

Mr.  McCoRD.  No,  sir,  that,  most  respectfully — that  is  not  what  I 
said,  sir. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Go  on. 

Mr.  McCoRD.  I  believe  Mr.  Caulfield  used  the  name  Watson.  It  was 
net  his  friend. 

Senator  Gurney.  1  see. 

Mr.  McCoRD.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurney.  All  right.  Go  on.  How  many  times  did  you  hear 
this  unidentified  voice? 

Mr.  McCoRD.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  I  heard  the  voice  prior 
to  the  Januaiy  call  two  or  three  times.  1  cannot  be  absolutely  sure  but 
at  least  twice  before  January. 

Senator  Gurney.  Were  these  in  connection  with  contacts  with 
Caulfield? 

Mr.  McCoRD.  Always. 

Senator  Gurney.  Yes.  I  just  wanted  to  make  sure. 

Mr.  McCoRD.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurney.  Thank  vou. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  vou  proceed  with  the  statement  from  where  you 
left  off,  Mr.  McCofd,  and  I  guess  the  prior  sentence  so  we  can  have 

continuity.  ,        t         i  n^x 

Mr.  McCord.  I  believe  my  last  sentence  that  I  read  was:  Itie 
same  message  was  once  again   repeated,  ob\aously  read. 

I  believe  that  appears  in  the  statement  you  have  on  page  3. 

The  next  sentence  was  that:  I  told  the  caller  I  would  not  discuss 
such  matters  over  the  phone.  He  said  that  Caulfield  was  out  of  town 
•  On  Wednesday  evenuig,  January  10,  the  same  party,  to  the  best  of 
mv  recollection,  called  and  told  me  by  phone  that  Jack  would  want 
to"  talk  with  me  by  phone  on  Thursday  night,  the  following  night, 
January  11,  when  he  got  back  into  town  and  requested  that  I  go  to 
the  same  phone  booth  on  Route  355  near  the  Blue  Fountam  Inn.  He 
also  conveyed  instructions  regarding  a  personal  meetmg  with  Mr. 
Caulfield  on   Friday  night,  January    12. 

On  Thursday  evenmg,  January  U,  the  same  party  called  me  at 
home  and  told  me  that  Caulfield's  plane  was  late  and  that  be- 
speaking of  Caulfield— wanted  to  meet  with  me  personally  the  same 
evening,  that  is  Thursdav  evening,  after  arrival.  I  told  hira  that  I 
would  not  do  so  but  would  meet  with  him  Friday  mght  if  he  desixed 
Later  that  evening,  Thursday  evening,  about  9:30  p.m.,  Caulheld 
called  me  on  my  home  phone  and  msisted  on  talking  with  me  but  my 
family  refused  to  let  him  do  so,  since  I  was  asleep. 

On  Friday  night,  January  12,  from  about  7  p.m.  to  7:30  p.m.  i 
met  with  Caulfield  at  the  second  overtook,  that  is  overiookmg  the 
Potomac  at  the  parking  area  for  looking  at  the  Potomac  area  on 
George  Washington  Parkway  in  Virginia. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  McCord,  how  did  you  know  to  go  there?  How  was 
it  arranged? 
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Mr.  McCoED.  I  believe  it  was  stated  in  the  Thursday  evening  call 
at  which  this  unidentified  party  said  Caulfield  would  want  to  meet 
with  me  personally  and  on  Friday  night  said  go  to  the  second  over- 
look on  George  Washington  Parkway  and  he  specified  the  time  and 
that  is  what  I  followed  through.  I  met  with  Caulfield  at  the  second 
overlook  on  George  Washington  Parkway,  that  is  the  second  one 
leaving  Washington  and  going  out  to  Virginia  and  talked  with  him 
in  his  car,  in  his  automobile.  Caulfield  advised  that  he  had  been 
attending  a  law  enforcement  meeting  in  San  Clemente,  Calif.,  and 
had  just  returned.  I  advised  him  that  I  had  no  objection  to  meeting 
with  him  to  tell  him  my  frame  of  mind  but  that  I  had  no  intention  of 
talking  Executive  clemency  or  pleading  guilty;  that  I  had  come  to 
the  meeting  at  his  request  and  not  of  my  own,  and  was  glad  to  tell 
him  my  views. 

He  said  that  the  offer  of  Executive  clemency  which  he  was  passing 
along  and  of  support  while  in  prison  and  rehabilitation  and  help 
toward  a  job  later  "was  a  sincere  offer."  He  explained  that  he  had 
been  asked  to  convey  this  message  to  me  and  he  was  only  doing  what 
he  was  told  to  do.  He  repeated  this  last  statement  several  times  during  ' 
the  course  of  the  meeting  we  had  then,  and  I  might  add  during  sub- 
sequent meetings  which  he  and  I  had. 

My  response  was  that  I  would  not  even  discuss  Executive  clemency 
or  pleading  guilty  and  remaining  silent,  but  I  was  glad  to  talk  with 
him,  so  that  there  was  no  misunderstanding  on  anyone's  part  about 
it. 

I  might  explain  that  the  trial  was  going  on  during  this  period,  this 
was  the  first  week  of  the  trial  which  began  on  January  8. 

Caulfield  stated  that  he  was  carrying  the  message  of  Executive 
clemency  to  me  "from  the  very  highest  levels  of  the  White  House." 
He  said  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  was  in  Key  Biscayne, 
Fla.,  that  weekend,  referring  to  the  weekend  following  January  8, 
the  folloAving  meeting  that  we  were  in  then,  and  that  the  President 
had  been  told  of  the  results  of  the  meeting. 

Senator  Ervin.  Now  the  same  rule  previously  announced  that 
this  evidence  is  competent  to  show  what,  if  anything,  John  Caulfield 
did  to  induce  Mr.  McCord  to  plead  guilty  and  keep  silent — it  is  not 
any  evidence  at  the  present  state  of  the  hearing  that  connects  or  that 
makes  any  indication  whatever  and  has  any  relevancy  as  to  the 
President. 

Mr.  McCoRD.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCoRD.  He  further  stated  that  "I  may  have  a  message  to 
you  at  our  next  meeting  from  the  President  himself." 

I  advised  Caulfield  that  I  had  seen  the  hst  of  witnesses  for  the 
trial  and  had  seen  Jeb  Magruder's  name,  appearing  as  a  Government 
witness.  I  advised  him  that  it  was  clear  then  that  Magruder  was 
going  to  perjure  himself  and  that  we  were  not  going  to  get  a  fab- 
trial.  Further  I  told  him  that  it  was  clear  that  some  of  those  involved 
in  the  Watergate  case  were  going  to  trial,  and  others  were  going  to 
be  covered  for — I  was  referring  to  John  Mitchell,  John  Dean,  and 
Magruder — and  I  so  named  those  individuals  incidentally  in  the 
conversation,  and  I  said  that  this  was  not  my  idea  of  American 
justice.  I  further 
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Senator  Ervin.  The  same  ruling  applies  so  far  as  John  Mitchell, 
Jolin  Dean,  and  Magruder  are  concerned,  that  is  that  it  does  not 
connect  them  legally  speaking. 

Mr.  McCoRD.  Yes,  sir. 

I  further  advised  Caulfield  that  I  believed  that  the  Government 
had  lied  in  denying  electronic  interception  of  my  phone  calls  from 
my  residence  since  June  17,  1972,  and  that  I  believed  that  the  ad- 
ministration had  also  tapped  the  phones  of  the  other  defendants 
during  that  time.  I  mentioned  two  specific  calls  of  mine  which  I  had 
made  during  September  and  early  October  1972,  which  I  was  certain 
had  been  intercepted  by  the  Government,  and  yet  the  Goverrmient 
had  bhthely  denied  any  such  tapping.  These  were  my  words  to  Mr. 
Caulfield. 

I  compared  this  denial  to  the  denial  that  the  Government  had 
made  in  the  Ellsberg  case,  in  which  for  months  the  Government  had 
denied  any  such  impermissible  interception  of  the  calls  and  yet  in 
the  summer  of  1972  had  finally  been  forced  to  admit  them  when  the 
judge  ordered,  by  court  order,  a  search  of  about  a  dozen  Government 
agencies,  and  calls  intercepted  were  then  disclosed. 

I  might  state  separate  from  the  record  at  this  point,_  that  as  I  have 
previously  stated,  1  had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  any  activity, 
monitorially  or  what  have  you,  of  Mr.  EUsberg's  calls  as  have  pre- 
viously come  out — as  have  earlier  come  out  in  the  newspapers  in 
the  past  few  days.  It  is  purely  coincidence  that  I  happen  to  mention 
the  Ellsberg  case  at  that  time,  I  had  been  following  the  case  in  the 
papers  and  I  knew  the  history  of  the  case. 

To  go  on  with  the  statement:  I  stated  that  if  we  were  going  to  get 
a  fiction  of  a  fair  trial,  through  perjured  testimony  to  begin  with, 
and  then  for  the  Government  to  lie  about  illegal  telephone  intercep- 
tions, that  the  trial  ought  to  be  kicked  out  and  we  start  all  over  again, 
this  time  vnth  all  of  those  involved  as  defendants.  At  least  in  this 
way,  some  would  not  be  more  equal  than  others  before  the  bar  of 
justice  and  we  would  get  a  fair  trial. 

The  Executive  clemency  offer  was  made  two  or  three  times  duimg 
this  meeting,  as  I  recall,  and  I  repeated  each  time  that  I  would  not 
even  discuss  it,  nor  discuss  pleading  guilty,  which  I  had  been  asked  to 
do  in  the  first  telephone  call  received  on  the  night  of  Januarj-  S,  from 
Caidfield's  friend,  whose  identity  I  do  not  know.  I  told  him,  referring 
to  Mr.  Caulfield,  that  I  was  going  to  renew  the  motion  on  disclosure 
of  Goveniment  wiretapping  of  our  telephones. 

Caulfield  ended  the  conversation  by  stating  that  he  wovdd  call  me 
the  next  day  about  a  meeting  that  same  afternoon,  Saturday,  Jan- 
uary 13,  and  that  if  I  did  not^hear  from  him,  he  would  want  to  talk 
with  me  by  telephone  on  the  evening  of  Monday,  January  15,  1973. 

I  did  not  hear  from  Caulfield  on  Saturday  but  on  Sunday  afternoon 
he  called  and  asked  to  meet  me  that  afternoon  about  an  hour  later 
at  the  same  location  on  George  Washington  Parkway.  He  stated  that 
there  was  no  objection  to  renewing  the  motion  on  discovery  of  Govern- 
ment wiretapping,  and  that  if  that  failed,  that  I  Avould  receive  Execu- 
tive clemency  after  10  to  11  months.  I  told  him  I  had  not  asked  any- 
one's permission  to  file  the  motion. 

He  went  on  to  say  that,  the  President's  ability  to  govern  is  at 
stake.  Another  Teapot  Dome  scandal  is  pcssible,  and  the  Government 


(494) 


37.2     JAMES  MaCORD  TESTIMONY,   MAY  18,    197Zy    1  SSC  137-41 

140 

may  fall.  Everybody  else  is  on  track  but  you.  You  are  not  following 
the  game  plan.  Get  closer  to  your  attorney.  You  seem  to  be 
pursuing  your  own  course  of  action.  Do  not  'talk  if  called  before 
the  grand  jury,  keep  silent,  and  do  the  same  if  culled  before  a 
Congressional  committee. 

I  might  add  that  two  congressional  committees  had,  prior  to  Jan- 
uary S — prior  to  that  date— been  conducting  inve.stigations  into  this 
case.  I  believe  it  was  the  Patman  committee  and  Senator  Kennedy's 
committee. 

My  response  was  that  1  felt  a  massive  injustice  was  being  done, 
that  1  was  different  from  the  others,  that  1  was  going  to  fight  the 
fixed  case,  and  had  no  intention  of  either  pleading  guilty,  taking 
Executive  clemency  or  agreeing  to  remain  silent.  He  repeated  the 
statement  that  the  Government  would  have  difficulty  in  continuing 
to  be  able  to  stand.  I  responded  that  they  do  have  a  problem,  but 
that  I  had  a  problem  with  the  massive  injustice  of  the  whole  trial 
being  a  sham,  and  that  I  would  fight  it  every  way  1  know  how. 

I  should  make  a  correction  in  the  sentence  I  just  read  in  saying 
the  whole  trial  being  a  sham,  because  I  did  not  at  that  point  in  time 
make  any  reference  at  any  time  to  Judge  Sirica  to  the  contrary  of 
his  being  anything  but  an  honest  and  dedicated  judge,  and  I  do  not 
want  the  sentence  to  be  misread. 

He — talkmg  about  Caulfield — asked  for  a  commitment  that  I  would 
remain  silent  and  I  responded  that  I  woidd  make  none.  I  gave  him  a 
memorandum  on  the  dates  of  the  two  calls  of  mine  in  September  1972 
and  October  1972  that  I  was  sure  had  been  intercepted,  and  said  that 
I  beUeved  the  Government  had  lied  about  them.  He  said  that  he 
would  check  and  see  if  in  fact  the  Government  had  done  so. 

On  Monday  night,  January  15,  1973,  Caulfield  called  me  again  at 
the  phone  booth  on  Route  355  near  my  residence.  I  informed  him 
that  I  had  no  desire  to  talk  further,  that  if  the  White  House  had  any 
intention  of  playing  the  game  straight  and  giving  us  the  semblance  of  - 
a  fair  trial  they  would  check  into  the  perjury  charge  of  mine  against 
Magruder,  and  into  the  e.xistence  of  the  two  intercepted  calls  previ- 
ously referred  to,  and  hung  up 

On  Tuesday  morning,  the  next  morning,  about  7:30  a.m.,  Caulfield 
called  my  residence  but  I  had  already  left  for  court. 

On  Tuesday  evening,  Caulfield  called  and  asked  me  again  to  meet 
him  and  I  responded  not  until  they  had  something  to  talk  about  on 
the  perjured  testimony  and  the  intercepted  calls.  He  said  words  to 
the  effect  "Give  us  a  week,"  and  a  meeting  was  subsequently  arranged 
on  January  25,  1973,  when  he  said  he  would  have  somethmg  to  talk 
about. 

About  10  a.m.,  on  Thursday,  January  25,  1973,  in  a  meeting  lasting 
until  about  12:30  a.m.,  correction — 12:30  p.m. — we  drove  in  his 
car  toward  Warren  ton,  Va.,  and  returned — that  is,  we  drove  there  and 
returned — and  a  conversation  ensued  which  repeated  the  offers  of 
Executive  clemency  and  financial  support  while  in  prison,  and  re- 
habilitation later.  I  refused  to  discuss  it.  He  stated  that  I  was  "fouling 
up  the  game  plan."  I  made  a  few  conaments  about  the  "game  plan." 
He  said  that  "they"  had  found  no  record  of  the  interception  of  the 
two  calls  I  referred  to,  and  said  that  perhaps  it  could  wait  until  the 
appeds.  He  asked  what  my  plans  were  regarding  talking  publicly, 
and  I  said  that  I  planned  to  do  so  when  I  was  ready;  that  I  had 
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discussed  it  with  my  wife  and  she  said  that  I  should  do  wliat  I  felt 
I  must  and  not  to  wony  about  the  family.  I  advised  Jack  that  my 
children  were  now  grown  and  could  understand  what  I  had  to  do, 
when  the  disclosures  came  out.  He  responded  by  saying  that:  "You 
know  that  if  tiie  administration  gets  its  back  to  the  wall,  it  will  have 
to  take  steps  to  defend  itself."  I  took  that  as  a  personal  threat  and 
I  told  him  in  response  that  I  had  had  a  good  life,  that  my  will  was 
made  out,  and  that  I  had  thought  through  the  risks  and  would  take 
them  when  I  was  ready.  He  said  that  if  I  had  to  go  off  to  jail  that  the 
administration  would  help  with  the  bail  premiums.  I  advised  him 
that  it  was  not  a  bail  premium,  but  8100,000  straight  cash  and  that 
that  was  a  problem  I  would  have  to  worr>-  about,  through  family 
and  friends.  On  the  night  before  sentencing.  Jack  called  me  and  said 
that  the  administration  would  provide  the  §100,000  in  cash  if  I  could 
tell  him  how  to  get  it  funded  through  an  intermediary.  I  said  that 
if  we  ever  needed  it  I  would  let  him  know.  I  never  contacted  him 
heieafter;  neither  have  I  heard  from  him. 

That    completes    the    statement. 

Mr.  Dash.  That  completes  it.  I  have  one  more  question,  Mr. 
McCord. 

Have  you  ever  made  that  statement  before  this  Select  Committee 
other  than  when  you  appeared  before  minorit\-  counsel  and  myself 
a  couple  of  days  ago?  Have  you  ever  made  that  statement  before 
this  committee,  before  the  grand  jury,  or  before  any  investigating 
body  until  this  time? 

Mr.  McCoRD.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  please  state  to  the  committee  why,  when 
you  were  making  statements  at  earlier  times  before  this  committee, 
before  the  grand  jury  and  other  inquiring  bodies,  you  failed  to  disclose 
that  information? 

Mr.  McCoRD.  I  will  be  glad  to. 

I  will  take  the  grand  jury  and  get  that  one  out  of  the  way.  When 
I  appeared  before  the  grand  jury,  I  told  them  that — I  raised  the 
question  about  political  pressure,  any  pressure  that  had  been  put 
onto  m&  by  the  Hunts.  I  told  them  also  that  there  was  a  personal 
friend  who  was  involved  also  in  poUtical  pressure  against  me;  that 
personally,  at  that  point  in  time,  it  was  a  very  painful  thmg  to  go 
into  it,  that  I  would  be  glad  to  do  it  at  a  later  time,  that  I  hoped  they 
would  defer  that  question  until  subsequent  questioning  and  I  would 
be  glad  to  answer  it.  They  said  they  would  do  so. 

I  believe  when  I  appeared  before  the  committee  on  March  28, 
your  Senators  asked  me  the  same  question  and  I  said,  yes,  there  had 
been  political  pressure  apphed  to  me,  that  one  such  pressure  had 
been  by  a  Government — one  of  your  Senators  asked  me  if  it  were  by  a 
Government  employee — I  think  Senator  Montoya.  I  responded,  yes. 
He  asked  me  if  it  were  anyone  at  the  White  House.  I  said,  no. 

He  asked  if  it  were  from  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  I  said,  no. 

It  was  clear,  I  think,  to  the  committee  that  I  would  Uke  to  be  able 
to  answer  that  question  at  a  later  time.  The  reason  for  the  delay  was 
that  I  wanted  to  be  as  accurate  as  I  could  about  the  information,  get 
it  all  together,  because  it  involved  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
in  my  opinion,  and  it  was  a  very  serious  matter  and  I  wanted  to  be 
very  careful  about  it  and  accurate. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  have  no  further  questions,  Mr.  Chairman. 
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rit  was  on  January  10  that  I  received  calls  from  both  O'Brien  and 
Mitchell  indicating  that  since  Hunt  had  been  given  assurance  of  clem- 
ency and  that  those  assurances  were  being  passed  by  Hunt  to  the  others, 
that  Caulfield  should  give  the  same  assurances  to  McCord,  who  was 
becoming  an  increasing  problem  and  again  I  was  told  that  McCord's 
lawyer  was  having  problems  with  him.  Both  O'Brien  and  Mitchell 
felt" that  McCord  might  be  responsive  to  an  assurance  from  Caulfield, 
because  Himt,  Bittman,  and  his  lawyer,  Alch,  had  lost  rapport  with 
him.  I  told  Mitchell  I  would  do  so. 

Based  on  the  earlier  conversation  I  had  with  Ehrlichman  on  Jan- 
uary 5  that  the  clemency  assurance  that  had  been  given  to  Hunt  would 
also  apply  to  the  others,  and  Colson's  descriptionof  how  he  had  given 
Bittman  a  general  assurance,  without  being  specific  as  to  the  commit- 
ment, I  called  Caulfield  later  that  day  to  request  that  he  get  in  toncli 
with  McCord.  Caulfield  told  me  that  it  would  be  very  difiicult,  because 
he  was  going  to  be  in  California  for  several  more  days.  Caulfield  in- 
dicated that  it  would  be  easier  for  Mr.  Ulasewicz  rather  than  himself 
to  talk  with  McCord,  because  he  was  tied  up  with  a  lot  of  people  at 
the  drug  conference.  I  said  fine,  and  then  gave  him  the  clemency  mes- 
sage similar  to  the  message  that  Colson  had  transmitted  to  Hunt  via 
Bittman.  Caulfield  wrote  down  the  gist  of  the  message,  he  repeated  his 
notes  back,  and  I  said  that  was  fine,  and  told  him  I  thought  that  Mc- 
Cord would  be  expecting  to  hear  from  him  as  soon  as  possible.  Caul- 
field said  he  would  have  the  message  delivered  right  away. 

On  January  11, 1  received  a  call  from  O'Brien,  who  asked  me  if  the 
message  had  been  delivered  by  Caulfield.  I  told  him  that  it  had.  O'Brien 
told  me  that  McCord  wanted  to  speak  with  Caulfield  personally  and 
asked  me  when  Caulfield  could  meet  with  McCord.  I  told  him  I  would 
try  to  arrange  it.  O'Brien  told  me  he  was  going  to  be  out  of  town,  but 
I  could  reach  him  if  there  were  any  problems.  He  told  me  he  was  keep- 
ing Mitchell  posted  and  requested  T  keep  him  posted.  O'Brien  said 
that  we  need  a  firsthand  renort.  a  firsthand  re.iding  on  McCord  from 
someone  he  will  talk  with,  because  he  is  not  talking  openly  with  his 
lawyer  about  what  he  plans  to  do.  I  told  O'Brien  I  would  call  him 
(O'Brien)  as  soon  as  I  learned  anvthins:. 

I  called  Caulfield  on  January  11  and  told  him  that  McCord  wanted 
to  meet  with  him  and  asked  him  if  he  would  do  so  and  take  McCord's 
pulse  as  to  what  he  olanned  to  do.  He  told  me  he  would  meet  McCord 
as  soon  as  he  returned  to  Washinfrton. 

On  Friday,  June  12,  Mitchell  called  me  for  a  report.  I  told  him  I 
thought  I  would  hear  from  Caulfield  after  he  talked  to  ^NfcCord.  Caul- 
field called  me  at  home  Friday  night  to  inform  me  that  he  had  met 
with  iMcCord  and  suggested  we  meet  at  my  office  in  the  morning  so  he 
could  give  me  a  report,  that  was  a  Saturday  morning.  T  said  fine,  and 
on  Saturday  morning  we  met  and  he  pave  me  a  repoit.  The  sum  and 
substance  of  the  report  was  McCord  had  not  decided  what  he  was 
.oroing  to  do,  but  that  he  wanted  his  freedom.  Caulfield  reported  that 
AfcCord  was  very  annoyed  at  Magruder.  He  h;id  seen  a  picture  of 
Ma.<Trud?r  in  the  paper  which  had  peeked  his  annovance.  He  aLso  told 
Caulfield  that  he  had  a  plan  that  would  enable  him  to  get  his  case 
dismissed,  but  his  lawver  had  not  helped  him  with  the  matter  and  the 
Government  had  lied  to  him.  He  explained  that  he  had  made  calls  to 
certain  forei.gn  embassies,  and  that  these  calls  had  been  recorded,  but 
the  Government  would  not  admit  it. 
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During  this  meeting  with  Caulfield  I  received  a  call  from  either 
John  Mitchell  or  Paul  O'Brien  requesting  a  rej)nrt  en  the  meeting.  I 
told  the  caller  that  I  was  getting  a  report  from  Caulfield  and  would 
call  back.  Caulfield  told  me  that  McCord  was  very  adamant  about  his 
plans  to  gain  his  freedom  through  the  phone  calls  that  he  had  made  to 
the  foreign  embassies.  I  told  Caulfield  I  really  did  not  understand  why 
McCord  thought  he  could  get  his  case  dismissed  by  reason  of  the  wire- 
taps, but  I  would  give  the  matter  some  thought.  Caulfield  told  me  that 
it  was  his  assessment  that  McCord  would  only  respond  to  a  direct 
request  from  the  President. 

I  told  Caulfield  that  he  couldn't  make  such  a  statement  because  I 
had  no  such  request  from  the  President,  but  suggested  he  meet  again 
with  McCord  and  keep  him  happy  bv  telling  him  we  were  checking 
out  the  matter  of  his  conversations  with  the  Embassies. 

Later  that  afternoon,  Caulfield  reported  again  to  me  that  McCord 
was  only  interested  in  his  theory  about  the  calls  to  the  Embassies.  I 
told  Caulfield  to  keep  in  touch  with  McCord.  but  T  couldn't  promise 
anything  about  his  calling  the  Embassies.  I  told  Caulfield  to  have 
McCord  give  him  a  memo  on  whv  he  thought  that  his  calls  to  the 
Embassies  would  result  in  dismissal  of  his  case.  I  called  O'Brien  and 
told  him  what  had  transpired.  On  Monday  morning  I  reported  to 
Mitchell  what  Caulfield  had  reported. 

Tt  was  sometime  during  this  period  that  a  result  of  my  reports  of 
Caulfield  meetings  with  McCord,  that  O'Brien,  ^Mitchell  and  Mr.  Alch 
discussed  having  F.  Lee  Bailey,  Alch's  partner,  meet  with  ilcCoi-d  and 
inform  him  that  he  would  personally  handle  his  case  on  appeal. 
Mitchell  was  to  talk  with  Mr.  Bailey  about  this.  I  do  not  know  what 
happened  regarding  this  proposed  plan. 

On  Januarv  19  or  20,  Mr.  Caulfield  brought  mo  copies  of  McCord's 
memo  regarding  his  intercepted  conversations  to  the  embassies.  I  have 
submitted  these  documents  to  the  committee. 

pThe  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  34-30.*] 

Mr.  DEA>r.  I  never  did  anvthing  with  these  documents,  other  than 
inform  Mitchell  T  had  received  them  and  I  showed  them  to  Mr. 
O'Brien  in  my  office.  I  do  not  recall  ever  talking  with  anyone  at  the 
Department  of  Justice,  regarding  McCord's  proposal.  At  this  time  I 
concluded  that  McCord  was  going  to  do  what  he  thought  best  for 
himself. 

Handling  Liddt's  Call  to  Krogh— Jaxuary  1973 

On  January  4,  Gordon  Liddv  called  Mi".  Krogh.  Krogh's  secretaiw 
received  the  call  and  Liddy  said  that  he  had  received  a  letter  from  an 
investigator  for  the  Senate  Commerce  Committee  about  his  relation- 
ship with  Krogh.  The  letter  was  part  of  an  investigation  being  con- 
ducted by  the  committee  staff  in  connection  with  Kroirh's  nomination 
hearings  for  the  Under  Secretary  of  Transportation  post.  Liddj- 
wished  to  speak  to  Krogh,  but  the  call  was  not  put  through  to  Krogli. 

Krogh  came  to  my  office  and  asked  what  he  should  do.  He  said  he 
wanted  to  be  able  to  testify  at  his  confirmation  hearing  that  he  had  not 
spoken  with  Liddy  since  long  before  the  "W'atersrate  incident.  I  told 
Krogh  that  his  secretary  should  return  the  call.  "We  then  worked  out  a 

•See  p.  1236. 
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38.       In  January  1973  LaRue  discussed  with  Dean  a  payment  to  Gordon 
Liddy's  attorney  and  shortly  thereafter  delivered  $20,000  to  Peter 
Maroulls,  Liddy's  attorney. 
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Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  how  much  tluit  sum  was? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Approximately  $50,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  you  know  that  this  was  pait  of  the  $350,000  at 
the  "White  House? 

Mr.  LaRue.  That  was  my  understanding. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  in  January  1973,  did  you  receive  an  additional  sum 
from  Mr.  Strachan  in  the  amount  of  $280,000  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  prompted,  to  your  knowledge,  such  a  large  trans- 

r  of  money  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  cannot  state  specifically,  Mr.  Dash.  I  had  had  a  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Dean  regarding  the  need,  at  this  time,  I  think, 
for  $20,000  for  one  of  the  attorneys,  Mr.  Maroulis.  I  had  passed  this 
information  on  to  Mr.  Dean.  Later,  he  called  me  back  and  told  me  that 
they  were  going  to  deliver  the  remaining  balance  they  had  over  at  the 
White  House,  which  was  approximately  $280,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  fair  to  say  that  as  you  were  ongoing  in  this 
relationship  of  paying  these  fees,  that  this  was  going  to  be  a  con- 
tinuing operation,  certainly  through  the  trial,  and  that  this  fund  of 
money  was  necessary  if  you  were  going  to  be  able  to  carry  out  these 
responsibilities  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  That  certainly  would  be  my  assumption;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  is  it  true  that  in  January  1973.  you  did  pay  Mr. 
Maroulis,  counsel  for  Mr.  Liddy,  $20,000? 

Mr.  LaRue.  That  is  correct. 
Ir.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  receive  $14,000  from  a  Mr.  Tim  Babcock 
in  January  1973? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  that  all  about  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  received  this  money  from  Mr.  Babcock  at — I  think 
in  Mr.  Stans'  office.  Mr.  Stans  was  pi-esent.  My  understanding,  Mr. 
Dash,  was  that  ]Mr.  Babcock  had  pledged  this  money  during  the  cam- 
paign, had  not  gotten  around  to  delivering  it,  and  that  he  was,  you 
know,  fulfilling  his  pledge. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  this  have  anything  to  do  with  the  money  or  the  cash 
fund  you  were  developing  for  the  legal  defense  fund? 

Mr.  KvRuE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  make  two  cash  payments,  one  of  $25,000 
and  one  of  $35,000,  to  I\ir.  Bittman,  counsel  to^Mr.  Hunt,  in  January 
1973? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  that  occur  in  the  same  way  you  have  already 
described? 

Mr.  LaRue.  No,  sir;  those  payments  were  delivered  to  Mr.  Bittman 
at  his  home. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  his  home? 

]Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  AVho  delivered  them  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Tliis  was  another  messenger  that  delivered  them. 

Ml".  Dash.  Another  mosseiiger? 

]\[r.  LaRue.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  arrange  that  the  same  way.  by  phone  call? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes.  sir. 
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39 o       On  January  23,  1973  Herbert  Porter  and  Jeb  Magruder  testified 
falsely  during  the  trial  in  United  States  v.  Liddy  that  Porter  had  paid 
Liddy  to  conduct  a  program  of  infiltrating  radical  groups  to  obtain 
political  intelligence.   Magruder  has  testified  that  he  had  previously 
told  Haldeman  that  Magruder  would  commit  perjury  and  that  Porter  had 
been  cooperative.  Haldeman  denies  that  he  was  so  informed. 
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0    Itov.',  do  you  kr.ov/  tlic   Dcfendaxit  Liddy  hero  in  the  ccurt- 
room? 

(Defendant  Liddy  stands.) 
A    I  do.       ■ 

MR.  GUVT.'SER:   Your  Honor,  i!:ay  the  record  reflect  the 
witness  has'  identified  the  Defendant  I^iddy? 

THE  COURT:   The  record  will  show  that. 
BY  hiH.  GLAliZEK: 
Q    And  how  did  you  corbie   to  know  hin? 

A    tir.  Liddy  v/as  hired  as  general  counsel  for  the  Corsnitts; 
for  the  ne-election  of  the  President,  I  believe,  in  Decen:ber  anc 
being  a  inore  or  less  officer  of  that  Coranittee  and  being  an 
officer  1  taew  hiia  on  a  v.'orking  basis. 


Q    And  did  you  have  occasion  to  attend  a  nceting  with 
Mr.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Magruder  tov;2ird  or  around  the  end  of  Decer'ixjr 
•71? 

A     r  did. 

Q    Can  you  tell  us  what  transpired  at  the  nceting  t;iat 
^-ou  recall? 

A    As  I  recall  it,  !<r.  Hagrudcr  indicated  Mr.  Liddy  r.icht 
be  able  to  help  us  out  in  finding  out  sorrio  of  tlie  information 
about  these  groups  that  I  just  referred  to. 

Q    Was  there  any  discussion  about  .^oneycsr  financing  for 
tiiis? 

A     v;hTre  xmz   a  gjner^vl  i-iKTCi'ssirii  on  v;:;tv  ::o-.\--!rni:vi  Ii'  ; 
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tlaat  Hiight  cost  and  I  figured  riglit  off  top  of  irty  head,  f±q^.zr-3a. 
it  night  cost  as  nuch  as  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  froa  that 
period  of  tina  until  the  actual  election.   I  based  that  on  per- 
haps the  use  of  about  ten  college-age  people  who  might  be  able 
to  assinilatc  themselves  into  such  organizations  as  the  yippies 
and  the  SDS  and  other  such  radical  groups  and  perhaps  paying  tl^e.-. 
$500  a  nonth  for  ten  nonths  and  £inothcr  $500  e:xpense3  which  would 
be  about  $10,000  a  laonth  and  for  ten  months  would  be  aro\ind  a 
hxmdred  thousand  dollars,  so  that  figure  was  discussed,  yes. 

Q    Was  sone  arrangenent  agreed  upon  or  devised  for  disburse 
Eient  of  this  noney? 

A    Yes,  there  was.   Mr.  Magruder  said  that  Mr.  Liddy 
fron  tine  to  time  '.vould  be  requesting  funds  froni  rne  and  that  I 
would  in  turn  get  the  funds  from  Mr.  Sloan  who  was  Treasurer 
of  the  Coirunittec  —  of  the  Finance  Connittce  to  Hel-elect  the 
President,  and  I  would  give  those  funds  to  Mr.  Liddy. 

Q    So  in  effect  tJie  noacy  would  be  disbxirsed  through  you 
to  Mr.  Liddy? 

A    Yes,  sir. 

G    And  were  you  the  person  who  called  >lr.  Sloan  to 
generate  the  disburssinents  of  the  funds? 

A    Yes,  sir.   Mr.  Liddy  would  call  r«  and  tell  rr^e  hew  -u::'i 
he  needed,  usually  in  the  dononinations  of  one,  t-ro,  tlircs 
thousand  dollars.   I  v;ould  call  Mr.  Sloan  and  ask  Iiixn  for  thzt 
grno'-int  and  I  '.;oul-l  n-o  den  to  hin  offico  and  pic}:  it  up. 
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Mr.  Porter.  All  of  it. 

Mr.  DouaEX.  How  have  you  now  arrived  at  the  figure  you  have 
just  given  us? 

Mr.  Porter.  I  have  had  ample  opportunity  to  go  back  and  recall 
as  best  I  know  how  each  of  the  transactions  in  which  I  went  and  got 
money  from  Mr.  Sloan  and  gave  it  to  others,  and  to  the  best  of  my 
ability  I  have  come  up  ^vith  those  figures. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  And  is  it  your  best  recollection  and  knowledge  that 
you  received  from  Mr.  Sloan  a  total  of  appro.ximately  869,000? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Mr.  Porter,  when  did  you  first  become  aware  of  the 
break-in  at  the  Watergate? 

Mr.  Porter.  Saturday,  June  17,  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  And  briefly  how  did  you  become  aware? 

Mr.  Porter.  WeU,  sir,  that  was  a  weekend  which  we  were  having 
a  large  party  at  a  private  residence  in  California  for  a  lot  of  the 
celebrities  who  were  going  to  be  supporting  the  President  during  the 
campaign,  and  it  was  on  that  trip  that  apparently  the  word,  the  news 
broke  Saturday  morning  here  and  was  relayed  to  some  of  the  campaign 
officials  with  whom  I  was  traveling  at  the  time  and  I  learned  it  from 
them. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Following  the  break-in  at  the  Watergate,  did  you 
have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Jeb  Magnider  concerning  any  state- 
ments you  might  make  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Where  and  when  did  this  conversation  occur? 

Mr.  Porter.  I  would  say  that  appro.ximately  10  or  11  days,  I  am 
not  sure  of  the  exact  date,  whether  it  was  June  28  or  the  29th,  but  in 
that  time  frame,  Mr.  Magruder  asked  me  to  come  in  to  his  oflBce, 
which  I  did.  He  shut  the  door  and  he  told  me  that  he  had  just  come 
from  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  LaRue,  himself,  and  a  fourth 
party  whose  name  I  cannot  remember,  where  my  name  had  been 
brought  up  as  someone  who  could  be,  what  was  the  term  he  used, 
counted  on  in  a  pinch  or  a  team  player  or  words  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.   You  are  now  recounting  what  Mr.  Magruder  told  you. 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DoRSEX.  Please  continue. 

Mr.  Porter.  He  said  that  I  believe  at  that  time  Mr.  Liddy  had 
been  fired  from  the  campaign.  He  said  it  was — "apparent"  was  the 
word  he  used— that  Mr.  Liddy  and  others  had  on  their  o\\'n,  illegally 
participated  in  the  break-in  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee, 
and  Mr.  Magruder  swore  to  me  that  neither  he  nor  anybody  higher 
than  Mr.  Liddy  in  the  campaign  organization  or  at  the  White  House 
had  any  invoh^ement  whatsoever  in  Watergate,  at  the  Watergate 
break-in,  and  reinforced  that  by  saying,  "Doesn't  that  sound  like 
something  stupid  that  Gordon  would  do?"  and  you  have  to  know 
Mr.  Liddy,  I  agreed  with  that.  [Laughter.] 

He  said,  "I  want  to  assure  you  now  that  no  one  did."  He  said, 
however,  "There  is  a  problem  with  some  of  the  money.  Now,  Gordon 
was  authorized  money  for  some  tlirty  tricks,  nothing  illegal,  but 
nonetheless,  things  that  could  be  very  embarrassing  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  anil  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  Mr.  Haldeman  and 
others.  Now,  your  name  was  brought  up  as  someone  who  we  can  count 
on  to  help  in  this  situatioii,"  and  I  asked  what  is  it  you  are  asking 
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me  to  do,  and  he  said,   "Would  you  corroborate  a  storv'  that  the 
money   was  authorized  for  something   a  little   bit  more  legitimate 
sounding  than  dirty  tricks,  even  though  the  du'ty  tricks  were  legal,  it 
still  would  be  very  embarrassing.  You  are  aware  that  the  Democrats 
have  filed  a  civil  suit  against  this  committee."  I  said,  "Yes,  I  have 
read  that  in  the  paper."  He  said,  "Do  you  know  what  mimediate 
discovery  is?"  1  said,  "I  do  not.  They  may  get  immediate  discovery, 
which  means  they  can  come  in  at  any  moment  and  swoop  in  on  our 
committee  and  take  all  of  the  files  and  subpena  all  of  the  records 
and  you  know  what  would  happen  if  they  did  that."  I  conjured  up 
in  my  mind  that  scene  and  became  rather  e.xcitable  and  knew  I  didn't 
want  to  see  that.  So  I  said,  "Well,  be  specific,"  and  he  said,  "Well, 
you  were  in  charge  of  the  surrogate  campaign,  you  were  very  con- 
cerned about  radical  elements  disrupting  rallies,  and  so  forth,"  and  I 
said  yes,  and  he  said,  "Suppose  that  we  had  authorized  Liddy  instead 
of  the  dirty  tricks,  we  had  authorized  him  to  infiltrate  some  of  ^these 
radical  groups.  How  could  such  a  program  have  cost  8100,000?"  And 
I  thought  very  quickly  of  a  conversation  I  had  had  with  a  young 
man  itTCalifomia  in  December,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  and  I  said,  "Jeb, 
that  is  very  easy.  You  could  get  10  college-age  students  or  24-  or 
25-year-old   students,   people,   over   a  period   of   10   months."    Air. 
Magruder  had  pjefaced  his  remark  by  saying  from  December  on.  And 
I  said,  "You  can  pay  them  $1,000  a  month  which  they  would  take 
their  expenses  out  of  that,  and  that  is  $100,000.  That  is  not  very 
much  for  a  $45  million  campaign."  And  he  said,  "Now  that  is  right; 
would  you  be  willing,  if  I  made  that  statement  to  the  FBI,  would  you 
be  willing  to  corroborate  that  when  I  came  to  you  m  December  and 
asked  you  how  much  it  would  cost,  that  that  is  what  you  said? 
That  was  the  net  effect,  the  net  of  his  question.  I  thought  for  a  moment 
and  I  said,  "Yes,  I  probably  would  do  that."  I  don't  remember  saying 
yes,  but  I  am  sure  I  gave  Mr.  Magruder  the  impression  I  would 
probably  do  that  and  that  was  the  end  of  the  conversation. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Now,  Mr.  Porter,  did  the  conversation  you  agreed  to 
tell  the  FBI  actually  take  place? 

Mr.  Porter.  Sir?  •  i,  >r 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Did  the  conversation  which  you  agreed  vnth  Mr. 
Magruder  that  you  would  tell  to  the  FBI  actually  take  place  m 

December  of  1971? 

Mr.  Porter.  No,  sir;  it  did  not  take  place  m  December. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Later,  did  you  teU  the  FBI  what  Mr.  Magruder  asked 
you  to  teU  them? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  And  subsequent  to  that,  did  you  appear  before  a 
Federal  grand  jury? 

A/Tf     PoTlTKR       1  6S    SIT 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Were  you  asked  about  the  surrogate  candidate  pro- 
gram? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir.  ,  .       o 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  What  did  you  tell  the  Federal  grand  ]ury? 

Mr.  Porter.  The  same  thing.  .  c     j      * 

Mr.  Dorsex.  Were  you  a  witness  at  the  trial  of  the  seven  defendants 
who  were  indicted  in  the  Watergate  case? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DoRSE.N'.  And  did  you  give  the  same  account? 
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Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Did  Mr.  Magruder  ask  you  to  make  any  other  state- 
ments which  you  knew  to  be  false? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir;  he  did. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  What  did  he  ask  you? 

Mr.  Porter.  Shortly  after  that,  he  asked  me  to,  if  I  would  increase 
the  amount  of  money  that  I  was  going  to  say  that  I  gave  to  Mr. 
Liddy,  and  I  said,  no,  I  would  not  do  that.  He  said,  why  not? 

I  said  because  I  just  absolutely — I  did  not  give  him  that  amount  of 
money  and  I  will  not  say  I  gave  him  that  amount  of  money. 

I  said  the  conversation  that  you  are  asking  me  to  relate,  I  can  con- 
ceive of  it  happening  because  I  would  have  told  you  that  in  December 
if  you  had  asked  me.  And  that  is  a  strange  answer,  but  that  is  the 
answer  I  gave  him.  And  I  would  not  increase  the  amount  of  money. 
He  wanted  me  to  say  that  I  gave  Mr.  Liddy  S75,000,  when  in  fact,  I 
had  given  him  some  $30,000  to  835,000 — $32,000. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  Did  Mr.  Magruder  tell  you  why  he  wanted  the  high 
figure? 

Mr.  Porter.  No,  sir;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  When  was  the  first  time  you  told  any  investigatory 
body  that  you  had  not  testified  truthfully  at  the  grand  jury  and  at  the 
trial? 

Mr.  Porter.  April  18,  I  believe. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  1973? 

Mr.  Porter.  1973,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no  further  questions  at  this 
time. 

Senator  Ervin.  We  have  a  vote  on  in  the  Senate,  so  it  will  be 
necessary  for  us  to  take  a  recess  so  the  members  of  the  committee  can 
go  and  vote. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Ervin.  The  committee  will  come  to  order. 

Mr.  Thompson. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Mr.  Porter,  as  I  understand  it,  your  statement  here 
this  morning  is  to  the  effect  that  you  agreed  with  Mr.  Magruder  that 
you  would  tell  the  grand  jury  a  false  story,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Porter.  What  I  agreed  to  specifically,  Mr.  Thompson,  was 
that  I  would  agree  initially  to  corroborate  a  story  that  Mr.  Magruder 
was  going  to  tell  to  the  FBI,  which  I  felt  was,  in  effect,  replacing  one 
lawful  authorization  for  another  lawful  authorization. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Well,  was  it  or  was  it  not  a  false  story? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  that  is  absolutely  correct;  it  was  a  false 
statement. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Well,  you  gave  this  false  statement  to  the  grand 
jury? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Thompson.  And  you  gave  it  at  the  trial  in  January? 

Mr.  Porter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Thompson.  \Ylien  did  you  go  to  the  proper  authorities  and  tell 
them  the  truth  about  these  nuitters? 

Mr.  Porter.  The  appointment  was  on  April  18  at  the  U.S.  at- 
torne^-'s  office,  although  the  contact  had  been  made  earlier  than  that, 
or  the  contact  to  set  up  an  a[)pointmeut,  I  mean. 

Mr.  Thompson.  When  was  the  contact  made? 
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UNITED    STATES    DISTRICT    COURT  '■'"'"^   '•    ' '-/•'i 

FOR    THE    DISTRICT    OF    COLUIffllA 

JAMtG  F,  DAVEY,  Cl-rk: 


I  UNITED  STATES  OF  AI-IERICA 

V. 
f  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER 


Criminal  No, 


V/S-7J 


Violation  of  13  U.S.C.  i  371 
(Conspiracy  to  unlawfully  inter- 
cept wire  and  oral  communications, 
to  obstruct  justice,  and  to  de- 
fraud the  United  States  of  America) 


INFOR^LATION 


The  United  States  of  America,  by  its  Attorney,  the 
Special  Prosecutor,  V7atergate  Special  Prgsecution  Force, 
charges: 

1.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  Democratic 
National  Committee,  an  unincorporated  association,  was   the 
organization  responsible  for  conducting  the  affairs  of  the 
Democratic  Party  of  the  United  States.   Its  offices  were 
at  the  Watergate  Office  Building,  2600  Virginia  Avenue, 

N.  W.  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

2.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  Committee  for 
the  Re-Blection  of  the  President  V7as  conducting  campaign 
activities  on  behalf  of  the  re-election  of  Richard  M.  Nixon 
as  President  of  the  United  States,  with  office  and  head- 
quarters at  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.  W.  in  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

3.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  United  States 
Attorney's  Office  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  were  parts  of  the  Department 
of  Justice,  an  agency  of  the  United  States. 

4.  On  June  5,  1972,  a  Grand  Jury  of  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  was  duly 
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9.   On  or  about  August  10,  1972,  Herbert  Lloyd 
Porter  testified  falsely  before  a  Federal  Grand  Jury 
sitting  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

10.  Around  or  before  August  16,  1972,  in  the 
District  of  Columbia ,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  attended  meet- 
ings on  the  fourth  floor  of  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W. 
where  the  false,  misleading  and  deceptive  statement  pre- 
viously made  by  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  to  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  was  further  refined  and  developed  in 
preparation  for  his  appearance  before  the  Grand  Jury. 

11.  On  or  about  August  16,  1972,  in  the  District 

of  Coliombia,  JEB  STUART  I4AGRUDER  testified  falsely  before 
the  Grand  Jury. 

12.  On  or  about  September  12,  1972,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  attended  a  meeting  on 
the  fourth  floor  of  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.  W.  to 
compose  and  develop  Kagruder ' s  proposed  testimony  in  prepara- 
tion for  another  appearance  before  the  Grand  Jury. 

13.  On  or  about  September  13,  1972,  in  the  District 
of  Coliombia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER  testified  falsely  before 
the  Grand  Jury. 

I      14.  '  On  or  about  January  23,  1973,  in  the  District 

I  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  JEB  STUART  MAGRUDER 

gave  false,  deceptive  and  misleading  material  testimony 

during  the  trial  of  Criminal  Case  No.  1827-72,  entitled 

United  States  v,;'  Gordon  Liddy ,  et  al . 

15.   On  or  about  January  23,  1973,  in  the  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  Herbert  Lloyd  Porter 
gave  false,  deceptive  and  misleading  material  testimony 
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during  the  trial  of  Criminal  Case  No.  1827-72,  entitled 
United  States  v.  Gordon  Liddy,  et  al . 


(In  violation  of  Title  18  United  States  Code  §  371.) 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 
Watergate  Special  Prosecution 
Force 
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A    As  goneral  counsel  he  was  responsible  to  be  sure  not 
only  with  the  problems  we  anticipated  having  in  our  pririarY  stace 
but  even  more  so  of  course  in  the  general  election  with  the 
surrogate  candidates.   We  had  35  surrogate  candidates.   These 
were  cabinet  officers.  Senators,  and.  governors  who  in  effect 
were  stand-inds  for  the  President  since  the  President  we  knew  at 
that  tiae  did  not  plan  to  C2unpaj.gn  as  actively  as  he  iiad  iA  1962 
and  by  this  tine  we  had  indications  that  there  would  be  potential 
problems  in  many  of  the  places  that  these  individuals  would  go, 
particularly  relating  to  our  rallies . 

We  had  scheduled  by  that  tine  approxinately  12  rallies 
in.  the  primary  states  and  we  knew  there  were  early  plans  by 
individuals  and  groups  to  possibly  disrupt  these  rallies  and 
also  possibly  cause  bodily  hana  to  the  surrogates,  so  we  ware 
interested  in  effect  finding  out  how  serious  these  problems 
would  be  and  then,  of  course,  protecting  these  surrogates. 

The  surrogates  did  not  have  iiny  protection  in  the 
sense  of  their  own  as  the  President  does  with  the  Secret  Service, 
so  we  felt  we  had  to  establish  our  own  lines  of  conmunication 
and  in  late  December  after  Mr,  Porter  cind  I  discussed  the  pro- 
blem we  talked  to  Mr.  Liddy  and  asked  hin  would  he  be  willing 
to  take  on  the  assignment  setting  up  basically  an  intelligence 
gathering  —  if  there  were  problems  and  as  it  turned  out  there 
were  considerable  problenvs  v/a  had  —  fire  boinbings  in  a.   number 
of  our    hcja-J.ruartcrs  and  JiGrn-itions  of  that  tvie  t". iroU'-"ni::t  c'.'  i 
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Derr.ocratic  Convantion  in  196C,  v/e  were  very  concerned  about  the 
safety  and  the  eibility  of  us  to  put  oa  a  convention  that  v/ould 
be  successful  because  we  knew  that  if  it  was  the  kind  that 
occurred  in  Chicago,  of  course,  it  would  be  very  difficult  for 
the  President  to  be  re-elected. 

Q    TaUcing  about  Chicago  — 

A    —  The  Chicago  Convention  the  Democrats  had  that  was 
disrupted  as  you  recall  by  the  denonstrators  in  '68.  The  sai:^ 
groups  at  that  convention  were  planning  sjgilar  activities r  so 
starting  as  far  back  as  July  or  August  of  1971  we  began  to 
become  concerned. 
^~~~    So  in  January  I  asked  Ilr.  Liddy  if  he  would  take  on 


the  assignment  of  being  able  to  build  up  an  intelligence-gather- 
ing operation  in  San  Diego  so  that  we  coxild  be  awcira  of  the  pro- 
bleias  that  would  occur  at  thetiise  of  the  convention. 

I  think  it  is  iiaportant  to  note  our  niain  concern  was 
not  pre-convention  but  post-convention,  during  the  convention. 
What  we  were  concerned  about  was  tlie  saiae  problen  to  a  much 
greater  extent  we  thought  we  would  have  with  the  surrogates. 

Here  in  a  city  there  nay  be  250,000  deraonstrators, 
could  we  function  and  have  a  convention?  And,  as  you  know, 
national  television  covers  them  and  we  didn't  want  tlia  sane  scai-O 
on  the  television  as  in  Chicago  in  '63. 

So  I  asked  Mr.  Liddy  to  set  up  an  intelliqGnce-<Tatherir 
oper:»tio!i  tl.at  •..'Oiild  ^jive  u^  t'..a   ;.in^:  oz    ■j;:.;ritio:i  at 
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of  the  convention  tiiat  would  allo\/  U3  to  preplan  our  raovcaents 
and   prevent  many  problerss  that  occurred  in  '68^ 

Q    What  funding  or  financial  arrangenients  did  you  agree 
upon  with  Mr.  Liddy  witli  respect  to  the  two  different  assigxiaents 
that  you  just  described? 

A    On  the  first  assigniaent,  we  agreed  to  a  funding  of 
approximately  $100,500  for  the  ten-month  period  starting  in 
January  and  on  the  convention  problem  we  agreed  to  $150,000,  so 
the  total  funding  of  $250,000. 

Q    Wlio  was  to  be  the  source  of  the  fvmds  of  the  noney 
that  would  be  given  to  Mr.  Liddy? 

A    Well,  the  source  was  to  be  the  Finance  Cormiittee  to 
Re-elect  the  President. 

Q    Now,  at  any  tiaje  did  you  give  hira  in  addition  to  tliose 
two  major  assignraents  you  just  described  to  the  ladies  and 
gantlenen  of  tlie  jury  and  His  Honor,  did  you  give  hin  any  other 
investigative  assignnents? 

A    Yes,  as  I  recall,  I  gave  him  a  nuriber  of  othsrs- 
Q    Can  you  give  aui  example? 

A    An  exairole  would  be  there  was  a  candidate  for  the 
Democratic  nomination  who  was  known  for  his  anti-pollution  stand 
and  there  was  also  news  reports  about  some  of  his  supporters, 
financial  supporters  particularly,  one  in  particular  being  a 
major  polluter,  and  I  asked  :ir.  Liddy  as  an  e:ca.T.pla  to  in%,'estig:ice 
t:iit  jituatioa  ^o  ye^  i^  t^iv^ro  v;a3  ar.y  rorc  co  it  than  -./e  road 
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liad  a  direct  relationsliip  to  the  President  at  all.  In  fact,  the  use  of 
his  name  was  very  common  in  many  cases  where  it  was  inappropriate; 
in  other  words,  where  he-^ad  not  liad  any  dealings  in  the  matter. 
So  I  knew  that  this  did  not  necessarily  mean  it  came  from  the  Presi- 
dent or  anyone  else  other  than  yiv.  Dean  or  ilr.  Mitchell. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  you  did  not  know  to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  ^Iagrtjder.  No;  I  did  not  know  to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  or  have  any  knowledge  of  any  plans  to 
pay  attorney's  fees  or  salaries  to  defendants  or  support  for  the  families 
of  the  defendants? 

Mr.  Magruder.  I  was  aware  that  they  were  being  taken  care  of 
because,  of  course,  one  of  the  questions  I  had  if  I  was  going  to — par- 
ticularly before  the  second  grand  jury  appearance  where  I  had  to 
decide  to  go  up  and  tell  this  coverup  storj- — that  I  wanted  assurances 
that  the  other  se\en  defendants,  the  seven  defendants  would  hold  and 
I  was  assured  they  were  being  taken  care  of.  That  was  the  extent  of 
my  knowledge. 

]Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  of  any  concern  about  any  one  of  the 
defendants  during  this  period  of  time? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Well,  at  varying  times  there  was  concern  over  par- 
ticularly Mr.  ]McCord.  I  think  ]Mr.  Himt  to  some  extent  at  various 
times  and  also  I  think  JNIr.  Sturgis  who  I  did  not  know.  They  were 
three  who  were  brought  up  most  frequently. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  of  any  plans  to  propose  a  CIA  defense 
for  the  defendants? 

Mr.  Magritder.  Again,  in  these  series  of  meetings  that  we  had  from 
the  period,  from  the  break-in  to  September,  that  defense  was  dis- 
cussed in  general  terms  at  meetings  I  attended  but  I  could  not  be 
specific  about  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  testified  at  the  first  Watergate  trial? 

Mr.  Magrtjder.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  at  that  trial  did  you  tell  this  same  false  stoiy  that 
you  testified  before  the  grand  jury  and  told  the  FBI  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  By  the  time  of  the  trial  in  January  all  seemed.  ^Nlr. 
Magruder,  to  have  worked  well  according  to  the  plan  that  you  had 
worked  out  with  Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  LaRue  and  Mr.  Mardian. 
At  what  time,  to  your  recollection,  if  it  did  occur  did  the  plan  begin  to 
crumble? 

Mr.  Magrttder.  Well,  I  think  that  as  soon  as  we  realized  that  the 
grand  jury  was  going  to  recon\one.  much  more  so  than  ilr.  McCord's 
statement  because  I  knew  Mr.  ^IcC'ord'.s  staten\euts  would  be  heai-say. 
but  as  soon  as  I  knew  the  grand  jury  was  going  to  j-econvene  I  kjiew 
that  things  would  be  difficult  to  liold.  I  knew  I  could  not  go  through 
the  same  process,  now  that  the  election  was  now  over  and  the  reason  for 
the  coveiiip  from  my  standpoint  was  now  no  longer  valid.  But  also  I 
knew  that  Mr.  Keisner,  the  one — from  uiy  staiulpoint,  the  only  n\istake 
the  i)rosecutors  made  was  in  going  through  tiie  organization  they 
missed  Mr.  Reisner,  and  if  tiiey  had  caught  .Sir.  Riisnor earlier,  I  think 
this  .-story  would  not  lui\e  been  made  but  T  knew  they  would  get  to 
Mr.  Reisner  now  because  it  liad  been  oln  iou>  lie  had  been  my  assistant 
at  that  time  and  so  as  soon  as  I  knew  tliat  and  a.-^  soon  as  I  knew  Mr. 
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this  case,  or  oiu-  of  his  assistants.  Ojily  %s'hen  he  called  me  did  I  re- 
spoiul.  I  cannot  even  recall  any  time  that  I  initiated  a  call  to  Mr. 
Haldenian. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right. 

Mr.  Magrcder.  Except  m  the  January  meeting,  when  I  requested 
an  interview  with  him  to  go  over  the  job  question. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now  we  move  to  January  1973  and  the  meeting 
with  Mr.  Haldeman.  The  main  purpose  of  this  meeting,  as  I  gather 
it,  was  to  talk  about  jobs  for  Mr.  Porter  and  yourself;  is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  you  have  heard  Mr.  Sloan's  testimony  in 
which  he  said  in  response  to  a  question  that  I  asked  him  that  if  it  did 
produce  discussion  on  lus  part,  the  statement  of  policy  on  the  case 
was  that  no  individual  who  had  become  a  Watergate  figure  or  prom- 
inent Government  official  would  be  placed  in  office  until  the  issue  was 
totally  resolved. 

ilr.  iL\GRUDER.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Can  you  give  me  any  indication  as  to  why  this 
general  policy  was  excepted  in  your  case  ? 

Mr.  ALagruder.  I  did  not  know  that  was  the  general  policy,  Senator. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  what  was  nature  of  the  conversation  be- 
tween you  and  Mr.  Haldeman  on  jobs? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Well,  the  nature  of  the  discussion  was  basically,  they 
had  considered  sending  me  up  to  the  Senate  for  confirmation  for  one 
or  two  jobs  that  required  Senate  confirmation.  During  that  discus- 
sion, he  and  I  agreed  that  at  this  time — at  that  time — it  would  be 
inappropriate  to  go  through  that  process.  We  both  agreed  to  that. 
And  so  as  an  interim  measure,  we  agreed  to  a  position  that  turned  out 
to  be  Director  of  Policy  Development  at  the  Commerce  Department, 
■vvhich  happened  to  be  a  level  4  job  that  did  not  require  Senate  confir- 
mation. And  we  did  not  discuss,  I  think,  that  job  at  that  time.  We 
discussed  the  prospects  of  that  kind  of  a  job  as  an  interim  measure  until 
the  Watergate  situation  had  been  completely  settled. 

Senator  Weicker.  Then  after  the  conversation  about  jobs  was  over 
with,  did  you  indicate  to  him  your  concern  about  the  Watergate 
matter? 

Mr.  Magritder.  It  was  the  other  way  around.  Senator.  I  initiated  the 
discussion  on  the  subject  of  the  Watergate  because  of  what  I  con- 
sidered to  be  beginning  memory  of  difficulties  on  the  pai't  of  some  of 
the  participants  that  I  thought  could  have  related  to  my  own  particu- 
lar situation. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  you  related  it  to  him  at  that  time  in 
January? 

Mr.  ALvGRUDER.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  The  situation  as  to  the  Watergate,  as  to  what  was 
going  on,  relative  to  your  participation  and  the  story  being  contrived? 

Mr.  Magrcder.  Yes,  and  it  was  particularly  at  that  time  also  in  rela- 
tion to  Mr.  Porter  because  he  was  having  difficulty  with  the  pereonnel 
de[)artment  at  the  ^^liite  House  and  I  wanted  to  be  sure  Mr.  Haldeman 
luidorstood  how  cooperative  ^Ir.  Porter  had  been. 

Senatoi-  Weicker.  Was  this  before  or — was  this  convei-sation  with 
i[r.  Haldeman  before  or  after  the  trial  ? 

Mr.  MAOiaa>EK.  It  was  befoie  the  trial,  before  the  inauguration, 
sometime  early  in  January,  after  the  first  of  the  year. 
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Seniitoi-  Weic-ker.  So  that  Mr.  Haldeman  kiiew  l)efore  the  trial  that 
perjury  Avas  being  committed  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yps,  that  would  be  correct.  He  knew  that  my  state- 
ments—well, after  the  trial  he  knew  that  perjury  was  committed  I 
think,  benator,  might  be  more  appropriate.  In  other  words.  I  had  not 
made  those  statements  until  the  trial  and  then  at  the  trial  he  would 
have  it  he  read  the  trial  statements  known  that  perjurv-  had  been 
committed.  That  may  have  been  a  fine  dilTerence  but  that 

Senator  Weicker.  Let  us  be  very  specific.  The  trial  was  not  over  is 
that  correct  ?  ' 

Mr.  iLvGRUDER.  As  I  recall,  the  trial  had  just  begun.  I  had  not 
testmed. 

Senator  Weickzr.  That  is  correct.  And  your  meeting  with  Mr 
Haldeman  was  before  the  trial  was  over? 
yir.  ^Magruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  the  story  you  told  him,  you  told  him  before 
the  trial  was  over? 

jMr.  Magrtider.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  Mr.  Haldeman  knew  that  periury  was  o-oin^ 
to  be  committed?  t-    j     j  t,  ^o 


L 


Mr.  Magruder.  Was  going  to  be  committed  and,  of  couree,  did  not 
know  that  it  had  been  committed  until  after  the  trial. 

Senator  Weicker.  But  he  did  know  that  perjury  was  goino-  to  be 
committed?  ^  ^    j     .  &      o 

Mr.  MAORtJDER.  Yes ;  I  think  that  would  be  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  on  the  March  29  meeting— let  me  ask  you 
one  other  thing;  on  the  meeting  in  January  do  you  feel  that  that 
meeting  was  taped,  the  January  meeting? 

Mr.  .AUGRtTDER  I  am  not  sure.  I  do  not  think  that  meeting  was 
taped.  I  think  aU  subsequent  meetings  that  I  had  with  either  Mr 
Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrhchman,  and  I  gather  meetings  I  had  \vith  Mr 
Dean  from  that  time  on  were  taped  but  I  do  not  have  the  taped  tran- 
scripts so  I  do  not  specifically  k-now  which  meetings  w^ere  or  were 
not  taped. 

Senator  Weicker.  The  March  29  meeting 

Mr.  Magritder.  I  know  that  was  taped. 

Senator  Weicker.  Do  you  k^low  who  is  in  possession  of  those  tapes ^ 

Mr.  Maorfder.  I  do  not  know  personally.  I  think  the  prosecutore 
or  Mr.  Haldeman  s  lawyer,  I  am  just  not  sure.  I  do  know-^possiblv, 
benator,  this  committee  has  those  tapes.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Weicker.  Beg  pardon? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Possibly  this  committee  has  those  tapes.  Senator  I 
do  know  tapes  have  been  produced  and  discussed  in  depositions 

Senator  Weicker.  .Mr.  Chaiiman.  I  wonder  if  I  might  inouire  of 
counsel,  majority  and  minority  counsel,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  com- 
mittee IS  in  possession  of  those  tapes. 

Mr.  D.\sH.  We  are  just  checking. 

Wc  have  two  tapes  under  subpena  that  Mr.  Haldenuin  has  "iven  us 
and  one  of  them  does  relate,  not  to  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ma-'ruder 
but  to  a  telephone  call  with  soinehodv  other  than  :\rr.  Hpldernan 

Mr.  Macrudkr.  Telephone  call  with  Mr  Hi<>-by '■' 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes.  °  '  ' 
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He  said,  however,  that  all  of  the  people  he  had  talked  with  in  Cali- 
fornia had  urjred  him  to  fjo  back  into  Government  for  a  wliile;  that 
he  had  strong  family  reasons  for  ■wanting  to  stay  in  Waslunfjlon  be- 
cause his  children  were  -well  established  in  the  schools  here;  and 
that  he  had  lost  some  of  his  interest  in  running  for  office  in  Califor- 
nia and  was  more  interested  in  the  idea  of  stavinc^  in  Washington. 
Since  the  Presidential  appointment  or  White  House  post  was  out  of 
the  question,  I  suggested  that  he  look  into  other  Goyernment  possi- 
bilities and  that  he  work  with  Jerry  Jones  and  the  White  House  per- 
sonnel office  in  that  regard. 

I  met  with  Magruder  again  on  March  2  (I  believe  again  at  his  re- 
quest), at  my  office,  with  John  Dean  also  present,  for  about  an  hour. 
At  this  meeting  we  reviewed  the  same  general  subjects  we  had  dis- 
cussed on  February  14,  and  I  gave  him  a  list  of  jobs  in  the  Govern- 
ment that  had  been  developed  by  the  personnel  office.  He  expressed 
interest  in  one  of  the  jobs  on  the  list,  a  post  at  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  and  he  subsequently  did  take  that  post. 

I  do  not  recall  any  discussion  of  any  of  the  particulars  of  the 
Watergate  matter  or  the  so-called  coverup — other  than  what  I  have 
already  indicated  regarding  his  feeling  that  the  matter  was  now  be- 
hind him. 

I  feel  certain  that  there  was  no  such  discussion  because  had  he 
told  me  the  kinds  of  things  that  he  has  indicated  to  this  committee 
that  he  told  me  regarding  perjury,  et  cetera,  I  would  have  remem- 
bered them  clearly  and  I  would  have  done  something  about  them. 

Mr.  Magruder  has  stated  that  he  met  with  me  in  early  January  of - 
1973,  before  the  inaugural,  although  he  was  unable  to  specify  a  date. 

Mr.  Dean,  on  the  other  hand,  has  indicated  in  his  testimony  that 
I  met  with  Mr.  Magruder  in  late  January. 

I  do  have  a  vague  feeling  that  I  talked  with  Magruder  or  at  least 
knew  about  his  plans  prior  to  his  trip  to  California,  which  I  believe 
was  in  early  February.  I  cannot  recall  any  specific  conversation  or 
meeting.  ^Vly  feeling  may  arise  from  the  fact  that  apparently  John 
Dean  talked  with  me  in  late  January  about  Magruders  plans  for 
going  into  politics  in  California  and  his  plans  to  make  a  trip  out 
there.  Mr.  Higby  has  told  me  that  Mr.  Magruder  did  request  a  meet- 
ing in  January,  but  that  I  was  unable  to  schedule  one.  I  did  later 
agree  to  such  a  meeting  but  when  he  called  ilagruder  to  set  it  up, 
Matrruder  had  already  left  for  California.  It  is  possible  that  ifagruder 
told  Higby  of  his  California  plans  and  Higby  relayed  them  to  me. 

Magnider's  recollection  of  the  substance  of  the  alleged  January 
convei-sation  is  in  many  respects  very  much  along  the  lines  of  my 
recollection  of  our  conversation  on  February  14.  and  I  have  the  feel- 
ing that  we  are  dealing  here  with  a  simple  error  in  recollection  of 
specific  dates,  which  is  certainly  iindei-standable. 

At  no  meeting  with  Magruder  did  he  raise  with  me  a  monolog 
as  he  has  described,  laying  out  tlie  true  facts  or  claiming  that  lie  had 
conunittod  or  was  going  to  commit  perjury  or  that  there  had  been 
any  otlier  illegal  covorup  activities  undenaken  in  ronnection  with  the 
Watergate  investigation. 

T  should  also  explain,  ^fr.  Dasli.  tliat  niv  outluie  of  the  ]\ragruder 
meetiniirs  of  FcbiMKit-y  14  and  INfarch  2  is  ?ome\vli;!t  different  than  the 
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40.       In  about  January  or  February  1973  LaRue  made  payments  of 
$25,000  and  $35,000  in  cash  to  Howard  Hunt's  attorney,  William  Bittman. 
These  funds  came  from  the  money  that  LaRue  had  received  from  the 
White  House. 
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Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  how  much  that  sum  was? 
Mr.  LaRue.  Approximately  $50,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  you  know  that  this  was  part  of  the  $350,000  at 
the  White  House  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  That  was  my  understanding. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  in  January  1973,  did  you  receive  an  additional  sum 
from  Mr.  Strachau  in  the  amount  of  $280,000  ? 
Mr.  LlvRtje.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  prompted,  to  your  knowledge,  such  a  large  trans- 
fer of  money  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  cannot  state  specifically,  Mr.  Dash.  I  had  had  a  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Dean  regarding  the  need,  at  this  time,  I  think, 
for  $20,000  for  one  of  the  attorneys,  Mr.  JLiroulis.  I  had  passed  this 
information  on  to  Mr.  Dean.  Later,  he  called  me  back  and  told  me  that 
they  were  going  to  deliver  the  remaining  balance  they  had  over  at  the 
White  House,  which  was  approximately  $280,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  fair  to  say  that  as  you  were  ongoing  in  this 
relationship  of  paying  these  fees,  that  this  was  going  to  be  a  con- 
tinuing operation,  certainly  through  the  trial,  and  that  this  fund  of 
money  was  necessary  if  you  were  going  to  be  able  to  carry  out  these 
responsibilities? 

Mr.  LaRue.  That  certainly  would  be  my  assumption;  yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Dash.  And  is  it  true  that  in  January  1973,  you  did  pay  Mr. 
Maroulis,  counsel  for  Mr.  Liddy,  $20,000? 
Mr.  LaRue.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  receive  $14,000  from  a  Mr.  Tim  Babcock 
in  Januar3'1973? 
Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Dash.  What  was  that  all  about  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  received  this  money  from  Mr.  Babcock  at — I  think 
in  Mr.  Stans'  office.  Mr.  Stans  was  present.  My  understanding,  Mr. 
Dash,  was  that  Mr.  Babcock  had  pledged  this  money  during  the  cam- 
paign, had  not  gotten  around  to  delivering  it,  and  that  he  was,  you 
know,  fulfilling  his  pledge. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  this  have  anything  to  do  with  the  money  or  the  cash 
fund  you  were  developing  for  the  legal  defense  fund  ? 
Mr.  LaRue.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  make  two  cash  payments,  one  of  $25,000 
and  one  of  $35,000,  to  Mr.  Bittman.  counsel  to  Mr.  Hunt,  in  January 
1973? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  that  occur  in  the  same  way  you  have  already 
described  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  No,  sir;  those  payments  were  delivered  to  Mr.  Bittman 
at  his  home. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  his  home  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  delivered  them  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  This  was  anotiier  messenger  that  delivered  them. 

Mf.  Dash.  Aiiotlier  messenger? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  ariange  that  the  same  way.  by  phone  call  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes.  sir. 
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]Mr.   T)asii.    Did   you   a,i;;iiii   itloiitify  yoiii-self  as  Mr.   Baker? 

Mr.  L.\RuF..   Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  Mr.  Bittmaii  ahvays  know  you  as  Mr.  Baker? 

Mr.  LaRve.  Yes,  sir.  As  far  as  I  know,  he  never  knew  who  I 
was. 

"Sir.  Dash.  And  this  was  in  cash,  this  $2.5,000  and  $.^.5,000— it  was 
all  in  cash  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Y'es,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  this  came  from  the  $250,000  or  $350,000— the 
amount  of  money  that  was  at  the  ^\Tiite  House? 

ifr.  LaRue.  Y'es,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  attend  a  meeting  in  Washington  with  Mr. 
]Mitchell.  Mr.  Dean^  Mr.  Kalmbach  on  January  10,  1973? 

ilr.  LaRuz.  Mr.  Dash,  I  have  no  recollection  of  attending  that 
meeting. 

ilr.  Dash.  Did  you  hear  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Y'es,  sir. 

ilr.  Dash.  And  also  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dean? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  do  you  recall  any  of  their  testimony  that  a  meet- 
ing did  occur,  and  both  testified  to  your  presence  there,  and  Mr. 
Mitchell,  at  wliich  an  effort  was  made  to  get  ilr.  Kalmbach  to  raise 
funds  again? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Mr.  Dash,  I  repeat,  I  have  no  recollection  of  that  meet- 
ing and  it  would  serve  no  purpose  to 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  any  discussion  at  any  time  with  anybody 
asking  Mr.  Kalmbach  to  come  back  to  the  business  of  raising  funds? 

Mr.  LaRue.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  DaSh.  Now,  did  you  take  any  expenses  for  the  -work  that  you 
were  doing,  during  this  period  of  time,  any  amoimt  of  money? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir,  there  was  approximately  $12,000  in  expenses 
.  taken  out  of  this  money  during  the  period  of,  I  would  say  August 
through  March. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  when  was  your  last  payment  to  Mr.  Bittman, 
counsel  for  Mr.  Hunt  ?  Do  you  recall  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes.  sir,  it  would  be  in  March. 

Mr.  Dash.  March  of  1973  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Can  vou  tell  us  how  much  was  involved  in  that  payment  ? 

Jlr.  LaRxje.  As  I  recall,  $75,000. 

Mr.  Dash.  $75,000? 

Mr.  LaRue.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  take  it  that  was  the  largest  sum  of  money  that  you  ever 
transferred  to  any  of  the  lawyers? 

Mr.  LaRue.  The  largest  sum  I  transferred,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  led  up  to  that  unusual  payment  ? 

Mr.  LaRue.  I  got  a  phone  call  from  Mr.  Dean.  Mr.  Dean  stilted  that 
he  had — I  think  he  had  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  O'Brien,  in  which 
Mr.  O'Brien  had  told  him  that  there  was  a  need  for  $75,000  asserted 
that  by  Mr.  Bittman  for  attorneys'  fees.  I  asked  Mr.  Dean  if  I  should 
indeed  make  a  delivery  of  this  money.  He  said  that  he  was  out  of  the 
money  business,  that  he  was  no  longer  going  to  be  involved  in  it  and 
that  he  would  not,  you  know,  I  would  have  to  use  my  own  judgment 
as  to  whether  to  make  the  payment  or  not. 
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41.       On  February  7,  1973  the  United  States  Senate,  by  a  vote  of 
77  to  0,  established  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Cam- 
paign Activities  (SSC)  "to  conduct  an  investigation  and  study  of  the 
extent,  if  any,  to  which  illegal,  improper,  or  unethical  activities 
were  engaged  in  by  any  persons ,  acting  either  individually  or  in 
combination  with  others,  in  the  presidential  election  of  1972,  or  in 
any  related  campaign  or  canvass.  ..."  The  authorizing  resolution 
"directs  the  select  committee  to  make  a  complete  investigation  and 
study"  of  activities  "which  have  any  tendency  to  reveal  the  full 
facts"  in  respect  to  sixteen  specified  topics  including  the  break-in 
and  the  electronic  surveillance  at  the  DNC  headquarters,  the  payment 
of  money  or  the  use  of  coercion,  threats  or  other  means  to  conceal 
evidence  relating  to  the  break- in,  presidential  campaign  sabotage, 
presidential  campaign  fundraising  and  the  concealment,  suppression  or 
destruction  of  evidence  relating  to  matters  within  the  Committee's 
jurisdiction. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


S  2317 


ESTABLISHMENT  OF  SELECT  COM- 
'IITTEE  TO  INVESTIGATE  AND 
STUDY  CE-RTAIN  ACTIVmES  IN 
THE  PBESmENTIAL  ELECTION  OF 
1972 

Th»  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
-     Byrd,    Jr.).    The 


pore    'Mr.    Harry    F. 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate   the  un- 
finished business,  which  the  clerk  will 

The  assistant  legislative  clerk  read  as 
follows: 

A  resolution  (S.  Res.  60)  to  estabUsb  a 
select  committee  of  the  Senate  to  conduct 
an  Investigation  and  study  of  tlie  ejrtent,  U 
any  to  whidi  Ulegal.  improper,  or  unethical 
activities  were  engaged  in  by  any  persons, 
acting  individually  or  in  comMnaUon  wltb 
others,  in  the  Presidential  elecUon  of  1972. 
or  any  campaign,  canvass,  or  other  activity 
related  to  it, 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I  sug- 
get  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll.  .^  , 

Mr.  PELL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  order  for  the 
quorum  call  be  resclnded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hathaway).  Without  objection,  it  la  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  PELL.  Would  the  Chair  mtorm  me, 
what  is  the  pending  business? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  pending  business. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows:- 

S.  Res.  60.  to  establish  a  select  committee 
of  the  Senate  to  conduct  an  investigation 
and  study  of  the  ertent.  if  any,  to  which 
illegai.  Improper,  or  unethical  acttrtae«  were 
engaged  in  by  any  persons,  aicting  indlvld- 
uaUy  or  In  combination  with  others,  in  the 
Presidential  electioa  of  1972.  or  any  cam- 


and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names : 

jNo.  12  Leg.) 

Alien  Ervin  Nelson 

Baker  Grlffln  Pajstore 

Bentjen  Hathaway  Sparltman 

Eyrd.  Boljert  C.  Helms  STmin-^oa 

Cranston  Hrusita  Talmadge 

DomtjDicl  Jackson  Tower 

Eagleton  Mans&eld 

Tile  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quorum 
Is  not  present. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I. 
move  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  be  di- 
rected to  request  the  presence  of  absent 
Senators."  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Montana. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Sergeant  at  Arms  will  execute  the  order 
of  the  Senate. 

After  some  delay,  the  following  Sena- 
tors entered  the  Chamber  and  answeired 
to  their  names: 


States  the  enrolied  joint  resolution 
(S.J.  Res.  42>.  to  extend  the  life  of  the 
Commission  on  Highway  BeautLEcation 
established  under  section  123  of  the  Fed- 
eral-Aid Highway  Act  of  1970. 


ESTABLISHMENT  OP  SELECT   COM 
MITTEE     TO     INVESTIGATE     AND 
STUDY    CERTAIN    ACnVTITES    IN 
THE  PRESIDENTIAL  ELECTION  OP 


Abourezk 

Eastland 

Mclntyre 

Aiken 

Pannln 

MetcaU 

Bartiett 

Pnlbrtght 

Moae 

Beau 

Gumey 

MusJcie 

■Pfllmrm 

Hansen 

Nunn 

Bennett 

Hart 

PeU 

Bible 

Hartks 

Percy 

HaskeU 

Proimire 

Broc^ 

Bataeld 

Randolph 

Buckley 

HoUlngs 

Both 

Burdldc 

Huddieaton 

Schweiker 

Byrd. 

Hughes 

Scott,  Pa. 

Harry  P.,  Jr. 

HumpiireT 

Scott.  Va. 

Cannon 

Inouye 

Stevens 

Cue 

Javlta 

Stevenson 

ChUes 

Kennedy 

Taft 

ClarK 

Long 

Tunney 

Cook 

McClelian 

.    Weicker 

Cotton 

McClura 

WUliams 

Cuiiaa 

McGee 

Young 

Dole 

McGovem 

Mr.  ROBERT  C.  BYRD.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr. 
Bayb),   the  Senator  from  Idaho    (Mr. 


The  Senate  continued  with  the  consid 
eration  of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  60)  to 
establish  a  select  committee  of  the  Senate 
to  conduct  an  InvestigaCion  and  study  of 
the  extent,  if  any.  to  which  illegal,  im- 
proper, or  unethical  activities  were  en- 
gaged in  by  any  persons,  acting  indi- 
vidually or  in  combinatian  with  others,, 
in  the  Presidential  election  of  1972,  or 
any  campaign,  canvass,  or  other  activity 
related  to  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFTCER.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  President.  I  have  ad 
amendment  at  the  desk,  which  I  ask  th» 
clerk  to  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER- The  clerk 
will  report  the  amendment- 

The  legisUtiTe  clerk  read  the  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

On  page  3.  line  11.  sMIca  "five"  and  Insert. 
In  lieu  thereof  "six". 

On  page  2.  line  14.  strike  -two"  and  Insert 
in  lieu  tliereof  'three". 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  to  the  resolution  now  pend- 
ing before  the  Senate  simply  provides 
that  the  select  committee  constituted, 
by  the  resolution  would  consist  equally 
of  three  Republicans  and  three  Demo- 
crats. 

"On  yesterday,  in  colloqtiy  with  the 
distinguished      senior      Senator      from,' 


1 


palgn.  canvass,  or  other  activity  related  to     Chuhch)  ,  the  Senator  from  Washington     North  Carolina,  I  indicated  that  I  felt 


it. 

Mr.  PELL.  Mr.  President,  Is  there  a 
time  agreement  in  cormection  with  this 
matter?  _ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  is 
no  time  agreement. 

Mr.  PELL.  I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Pi^ident,  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

■    PaiVlIXGE    OP   THB    FLOOa 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  tliat,  during  the 
pendency  of  any  amendment  I  may  offer 
to  this  resolution,  Mr.  J.  P.  Jordan  of  my 
staff  be  permitted  the  privilege  of  the 
floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  iUs-SO  ordered. 


C.VLL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  B.'VKSB.  Mr.  PteaidCTrt.  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  tiieroll. 

The  legislative  clerl:  called   the  roll, 


(Mr.  Magottson)  ,  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota (Mr.  MONDAI.E) ,  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  (Mr.  Montoya)  ,  the  Senator 
from  "Connecticut  (Mr.  Rxbicofp),  and 
the  Senator  from  Alaska  (Mr.  Gravel) 
are  necessarily  absent. 

I  further  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  (Mr.  Johnstom)  is  ab- 
sent on  official  business. 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  (Mr.  Stenmis)  Is  absent  be- 
cause of  illness. 

Mr.  GRIFFIN.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  (Mr. 
Brooke)  ,  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
(Mr.  Dominick),  the  Sraiator  from  Ha- 
waii (Mr.  FoNc),  the  SenatoV  from  Ari- 
zona (Mr.  GoLDWATER) ,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  (Mr.  Packwood),  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  (Mr.  Pearson),  and  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  (Mr. 
Thttrmoito)    are  necessarily  at>sent. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Ma- 
thias),  the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr. 
Saxbe)  ,  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
(Mr.  Stafford)  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quorum 
is  present. 

ENROLLED  JOINT  P.SSOLUTTON 
PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  February  7,  1973,  he  pre- 
sented to   the  President  of  the  United 


that  a  select  committee  was  the  prefer- 
able way  to  constitute  a  board  of  inquil7 
of  the  Senate;  that  I  thought  it  was. 
superior  to  one  of  the  standing  com- 
mittees doing  this  ioqiiiiry.  I  thought  it. 
offered  a  greater  opportunity  to  Ulumi- 
nate  all  the  facts  attendant  on  the  cir- 
cimjstances  of  the  recent  presidential 
campaign  and  other  political  activities. 

I  indicated,  as  well,  that  the  precedent 
for  having  an  equal  division  in  select 
committees  and  special  committees  of  the 
Senate  in  this  respect  was  well  estab- 
lished, and  that  I  believed  we  would  en- 
hance and  reinforce  the  position  of  abso- 
lute objectivity  and  freedom  from  per- 
sonal consideration  if  we  were  to  back 
that  precedent  in  this  instance. 

I  also  indicated  yesterday  that  I  have 
no  doubt  whatever  about  the  objective 
manner,  the  calm,  cool,  and  judicial 
manner,  in  which  the  distinguished  sen- 
ior Senator  from  North  Carolina  will 
conduct  this  inquiry  as  chairman  of  the 
select  committee  if  he  Is  chosen  as  chair- 
man of  the  select  committee.  This 
amendment  in  no  way  hnpugns  his 
standing  in  that  respect,  nor  does  it  sug- 
gest that  I  have  any  fear  that  the  ma- 
jority members  of  the  committee,  nor  the 
staff,  for  that  matter,  will  engage  in  a 
p.trtisan  witch  himt. 

On  tlie  other  hand.  Mr.  President,  we 
must  face  the  fact  that,  icc-itably.  this 
inquiry  will  be  fraught  with  political  Im- 
plications. That  has  been  the  case  pre- 
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jectivity  and  greater  pm-pose  than  at 
present.  He  has  presented  his  analysis 
with  a  great  deal  of  force  and  supported 
his  arguments  with  his  accustomed  vigor. 
Hor.ever.  I  regret  that  he  has  rejected, 
one  alter  another,  suggestions  made  to 
improve  upon  his  original  proposal  and 
to  perfect  its  .mechanism. 

If  the  investigation  which  the  Senator 
desires  does  not  have  the  utmost  ap- 
pearance of  impartiality  and  objectivity, 
then  it  will  not  gam  the  trust  of  the 
American  people.  It  goes  without  saying 
that  partisanship  is  at  the  very  heart  of 
the  original  problem.  One  of  our  major 
political  parties  stajids  accused  of  inter- 
fering with  the  privacy  of  our  other 
major  political  party.  Seven  minor  fig- 
ures ha.ve  been  indicted  and  found  guilty 
by  our  courts;  two  are  seeking  to  appeal. 
The  end  of  the  case  is  not  yet  in  sight. 
It  is  not  surprising  that  feelings  are 
running  high. 

It  is  all  the  more  important,  therefore, 
that  the  investigation  be  conducted  in 
an  atmosphere  that  inspires  confidence 
and  betrays  no  suspicion  that  less  than 
the  truth,  and  the  whole  truth,  has  been 
found.  I  am  disappointed  that  my  col. 
league  has  rejected  the  suggestion  that 
both  major  political  parties  be  equally 
represented  in  this  investigation.  Such 
a  rejection  will  only  fuel  the  fires  of 
those  who  are  charging  that  this  inves- 
tigation is  only  a  year-long  fishing  ex- 
pedition, designed  to  be  as  far-ranging  as 
possible,  gathering  everything  and  every- 
body in  the  net.  My  distingtiished  col- 
league— and  he  knows  of  my  great  per- 
sonal admiration  and  respect  for  him — 
has  often  been  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
defending  the  civil  rights  of  persons 
whose  rightful  privacy  has  been  intruded 
upon.  I  know  that  he  will  be  'among  the 
first  to  come  to  the  floor  if  such  a  sweep- 
ing investigation  as  this,  cruelly  brought 
the  names  of  the  innocen*  in  association 
■with  the  names  of  the  guilty. 

I  am  further  dismayed  that  the  cost 
of  this  investigation,  under  these  circum- 
stances, win  be  $500,000.  If  the  subject 
were  one  which  were  cloaked  with  mys- 
tery. If  new  evidence  tended  to  Indicate 
that  much  more  would  be  imearthed.  If 
there  were  any  hope  at  all  that  a  defini- 
tive resolution  would  be  achieved,  then 
a  half  million  dollars  might  be  a  price 
worth  paying.  Yet  there  Is  no  evidence 
worth  considering. 

The  Watergate  situation  has  received 
the  closest  and  most  penetrating  scru- 
tiny of  any  story  in  modem  journalism. 
A  grand  jury  has  made  a  thorough 
Investigation  and  returned  indictments. 
A  trial  was  held  in  the  U.S.  district 
court  in  which  five  defendants  pleaded 
guilty  and  two  others  were  convicted 
after  an  extensive  trial.  The  trial  judge 
himself  went  beyond  the  bounds  of  an 
adversary  proceeding  and  Interrogated 
the  defendants  himself  before  he  satis- 
fied himself  that  there  were  no  others 
involved  in  the  crimes. 

The  FBI  and  the  Justice  Department 
made  a  thorough  investigation  of  their 
own. 

Our  distinguished  colleague  fro.ni  the 
Hoaie  of  Representatives,  the  Honora- 
ble WnicHT  P.ATMAN,  m.ide  a  staff  inve.stl- 
gation  through  his  House  Banking  and 
CvjTcncy  Committee. 


The  distinguished  senior  Se.nator  from 
M.i3bachu.setts  had  the  .staff  of  his  Ju- 
diciary Subcommittee  maice  cii-the-spot 
investigations  in  this  matter,  and  lias 
apparently  not  pursued  it  further. 

The  junior  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina therefore  finds  it  dif&cult  to  justify 
spending  5500,000  on  yet  another  investi- 
gation with  broad  powers  given  to  a  se- 
lect committee  to  rehash  old  charges  for 
anotiier  year. 

If  there  are  matters  that  need  to  be 
pursued  further,  then  they  ought  to  be 
looked  into  by  the  full  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. I  know  that  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee has  a  full  calendar  of  proposals; 
but  If  there  are  overwhelming  problems 
yet  to  be  resolved  in  the  Watergate  af- 
fair, then  I  know  that  the  pubUc  would 
have  far  more  confidence  in  a  normal 
standing  committee  balanced  by  the  reg- 
ular political  process. 

Moreover,  this  body  has  also  established 
a  Permanent  Investigating  SuiKommit- 
tee  of  the  Government  Operations 
Committee  which  could  perhaps  easily 
handle  many  of  these  matters.  Encour- 
agement could  also  be  given  to  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee's  AdministraUvo 
Practice  and  Procedure  Subcommittee  to 
look  further  into  those  matters  In  Its 
jurisdiction. 

Mr.  President,  I  dislike  seeing  a  half- 
million  dollars  of  the  taxpayers'  money 
spent  on  another  investigating  mechan- 
ism, adding  to  the  Senate's  own  bureauc- 
racy, when  the  job  could,  in  my  judg- 
ment, be  done  by  existing  personnel  and 
faciUties  already  available  to  this  body. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  reso- 
lution is  open  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to 
be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  agreeing 
l^hgij^solution,  as  amended. 

ivlr.  Urvin.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  for 
he  yeas  and  nays  on  final  passage. 
The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 
The     presiding     OFFICER.     The 
luestion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 
The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered, 
Jid  the  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 
Mr.  ROBERT  C.  BYRD.  I  announce 
that   the   Senator   from   Indiana    (Mr. 
Bath),  the  Senators  from  Nevada  (Mr. 
BtBLE   and   Mr.   Cannon)  ,   the   Senator 
from  Idaho  (Mr.  Chtjrch),  the  Senator 
from    Mississippi    (Mr.    Eastland),    the 
Senator  from  Washington  (Mr.  Macnu- 
EON),  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  CMr. 
MoNDALE) ,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
(Mr.  MoNTOTA) .  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut   (Mr.    RiBicoFF) ,    the    Senator 
from  Alabama  (Mr.  Sparkman)  are  nec- 
essarily absent. 

I  further  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  (Mr.  Johnston)  is  ab- 
sent on  official  business.  - 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  (Mr.  Stennis)  is  absent  be- 
cause of  illness. 

I  further  announce  that,  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
(Mr.  Bayh),  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
iMr.  Canmon).  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington iMr.  Macnuson)  .  and  tlie  Senator 
Irom  Connecticut  (Mi-.  Ribicoff),  would 
each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  GRIFFIN.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  iMr. 
B.^ooKEi,    the    Senator    from    Colorado 


(Mr.  □o-■Mr^•ICTCl ,  the  Senator  from  Ha- 
waii 'Mr.  FoNci,  the  Senator  from  .Ari- 
zona 'Mr.  GoLDWATER) .  tile  Senator  from 
Oregon  (Mr.  Packwood.(,  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  iMr.  Pearson- ).  and  the 
Senator  from  South  CaroI.na  OJr. 
TH-crR.-.ioN-D)   are  necesaarJy  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Marj-iand  'Mr.  Mv- 
THIA3),    the    Senator    from    Ohio    (JMr. 
S.ucEE) ,  and  the  Senator  from  Venront 
(Mr.    SrAFFORD)    are   absent   on   oacial". 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Alaslia  'Mr.  Stev- 
ens) is  detained  on  official  business. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  (Mr.  Brooke)  ,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Arizona  (Mr.  GouiwATza) ,  the 
Senator  from  Alaska  (Mr.  Stevens) ' and 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  (Mr. 
Thurmond)  would  each  vote  "yea." 

The  resiilt  was  announced yeas  7T 

nays  0,  as  follows: 


{No.  16  Leg.j 

TEAS— 77 

Abourezk. 

Ervln 

McGee 

Alt  en 

Fannin 

McGovem 

Allen 

Fulbrtght 

ilclntyr© 

Baker 

Gravel 

Metcall 

Bartlett 

Grlffln 

Moss 

BeaU 

Gumey 

Mnskla 

Beilmon 

Hansen 

Nelson 

Bennett 

Hart 

Nunn 

Bentsen. 

Hartke 

Pastore 

Biden 

Haskell 

PeU 

Brock 

Hatfleld 

Percy 

Buckley 

Hathaway 

Pro  im  Ire 

Bimllck 

Helms 

Randolph 

Byrd, 

HoUlngs 

Hoth 

Harry  p. 

SchwetkO' 

Byrd.  Hobert  C.  Huddleatoa 

Scotc,  Pa- 

Case 

Hu^bea 

Scott,  Va. 

Cliiles 

HumplirBT 

Stevenson 

Clark 

Inouye 

Symington. 

Cook 

Jackson 

Tart 

Cotton 

Javtta 

Talmadgo 

Cranston. 

Kennedy 

Tower 

Curtla 

Long 

Tunney 

Dole 

Mansfield 

Welcker 

Domenlcl 

McClellan 

WUUama 

Eagleton 

McClnro 
NATS— 0 

Tonng 

NOT  VOITNO— 23 

Bayh 

Goldwater 

Rtbicoff 

Bible 

Johnston 

Saxbe 

Broota 

Magnusoa. 

Cannon 

MaCliiaa 

Stafford. 

Cburcli 

Mondale 

Stenniit 

Dominicic 

Montoya 

Stevens 

Eastland 

Packwood 

Thurmond 

Fong 

Pearson 

So   the   resolution    (S.  Res.-  60),   as 
amended,  was  agreed  to,  as  follows: 
s.   Res.  60 

Resolved, 

Section  1.  (a>  Tliat  there  is  hereby  estab- 
llahe<l  a  select  committee  of  the  Senate, 
which  may  he  called,  for  convenleQce  of  es- 
presslon,  the  Select  Comminee  on  Presiden- 
tial Campaign  Activities  to  conduct  an  in- 
vestigation and  stud7  of  the  eitenc.  If  any, 
to  which  illegal,  improper,  or  unethical  ac- 
tivities were  engaged  In  tv  any  persons,  act- 
ing either  individiially  or  In  com."oin3tton  -sith 
others.  In  the  presidential  election  of  1972, 
or  in  any  related  campaign  or  canvass  mn- 
ducted  oj  or  In  behalf  of  any  person  secicing 
nomination  or  election  as  the  candidate  of 
any  political  party  for  the  oGce  of  President 
of  the  United  States  In  such  election,  and 
to  determine  whether  in  Its  Judgment  any 
occurrences  which  may  be  revealed  by  the 
Investigation  aad  study  Indicaie  the  neces- 
sity or  desirability  of  the  enactment  of  new 
coniTressional  legislation  to  safegi:ard  the 
electoral  process  by  which  the  President  oX 
the  United  Stares  la  chosen. 

(b)  The  select  commlctee  created  by  this 
resolution  sh,i.ll  consist  oi  seven  Menibers  of 
the  Senal^,  four  of  whom  shall  be  appointed 
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by  the  President  of  the  Senate  from  the 
majority  Members  of  the  Senate  upon  the 
recommendation  of  the  majority  leader  of 
the  Senate,  and  three  of  whom  shall  be 
n.ppointed  by  the  President  of  the  Senate 
from  the  minority  Members  of  the  Senate 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  minority 
loader  of  the  Senate.  For  the  purposes  of 
paragraph  6  of  rule  XXV  of  the  Standing 
Rules  oi"  the  Senate,  service  of  a  Senator  as 
a  member,  chairman,  or  vice  chairman  of  the 
select  committee  shall  not  be  taicen  Into 
account. 

(C)  Tlie  select  committee  shall  select  a 
chairman  and  vice  chairman  from  among  Its 
members,  and  adopt  rules  of  procedure  to 
govern  its  proceedings.  The  vice  chairman 
shall  preside  over  meetings  of  the  select  com- 
mittee during  the  absence  of  the  chairman, 
,  and  discharge  such  other  responsibilities  as 
may  be  assigned  to  him  by  the  select  com- 
mittee or  the  chairman.  Vacancies  In  the 
membership  of  the  select  committee  shall  not 
affect  the  authority  of  the  remaining  mem- 
bers to  execute  the  functions  of  the  select 
committee  and  shall  be  filled  in  the  same 
manner  as  original  appointments  to  it  are 
made. 

(d)  A  majority  of  the  members  of  the  se- 
lect committee  shall  constitute  a  quorum  for 
the  transaction  of  biisiness.  but  the  select 
committee  may  fix  a  lesser  nimaber  as  a 
quorum  for  the  purpose  of  taking  testimony 
or  depositions. 

Sec.  2.  That  the  select  committee  is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  do  everything  nec- 
essary or  appropriate  to  make  the  Investiga- 
tion and  study  specified  in  section  1  (a). 
Without  abridging  or  limiting  in  any  way 
the  authority  conferred  upon  the  select  com- 
mittee by  the  preceding  sentence,  the  Sen- 
ate fuxtber  expressly  authorizes  and. directs 
the  select  coounlttee  to  make  a  copiplete  in-' 
vestlgation  and  study  of  the  activities  of  any 
and  all  persons  or  groups  Df  persons  or  or- 
ganizations of  any  kind  which  have  any 
tendency  to  reveal  the  full  facts  In  respect 
to  the  following  matters  or  questions: 

(1)  The  breaking,  entering,  and  bugging 
of  the  headquarters  or  offices  of  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee  In  the  Watergate 
Building  in  Washington,  District  of  Colum- 
bia; 

(21  The  monitoring  by  bugging,  eaves- 
dropping, wiretapping,  or  other  surreptitious 
means  of  conversations  or  communications 
occurring  In  whole  or  in  part  In  the  head- 
quarters or  offices  of  the  Democratic  Na- 
tional Committee  in  the  Watergate  Build- 
ing In  Washington,  District  of  Columbia; 

(3)  Whether  or  not  any  printed  or  typed 
or  written  document  or  paper  or  other  mate- 
rial was  surreptitiously  removed  from  the 
headquarters  or  offices  of  the  Democratic 
National  Committee  in  the  Watergate  Build- 
ing in  Washington,  District  of  Columbia, 
and  thereafter  copied  or  reproduced  by  pho- 
tography or  any  other  means  for  the  Infor- 
mation of  any  person  or  political  committee 
or  organization; 

(4)  The  preparing,  transmitting,  or  re- 
ceiving by  any  person  for  himself  or  any 
political  committee  or  any  organization  of 
any  report  or  Information  concerning  the 
activities  mentioned  in  subdivision  (l),  (2), 
or  (3)  of  this  section,  and  the  Information 
contained  In  any  such  report; 

(5)  Whether  any  persons,  acting  Individ- 
ually or  In  combination  with  others,  planned 
the  activities  mentioned  in  subdivbilon  (1), 
(2).  (3).  or  (4)  of  this  section,  or  employed 
any  of  the  participants  in  such  activities  to 
participate  irt  therrt,  or  made  any  payments 
or  promises  of  payments  of  money  or  other 
things  of  value  to  the  participants  In  such 
activities  or  their  families  for  their  activities, 
or  for  conccaiinj5  c?w  trtrch  in  respect  to 
them  or  any  of  the  persons  having  any  con- 
nection with  them  or  their  activities,  and,  if 
so.  the  soiu"ce  ol  the  moneys  used  in  such 
;>:i:.  ments,  and  the  Identities  and  motives  of 


the  persons  planning  such  activities  or  em- 
ploying the  participants  in  them; 

(6)  Whether  any  persons  participating  In 
any  of  the  activities  mentioned  in  subdivi- 
sion H).  (2).  (3).  (4),  or  (5)  of  this  section 
have  been  induced  by  bribery,  coercion, 
threats,  or  any  other  means  whatsoever  to 
plead  guilty  to  the  charges  preferred  against 
them  in  the  District  Court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  to  conceal  or  fall  to  reveal  any 
knowledge  of  any  of  the  activities  mentioned 
in  subdivision  (1),  (2).  (3).  (4),  or  (5)  of  this 
section,  and.  if  so.  the  identities  of  the  per- 
sons inducing  them  to  do  such  things,  and 
the  identities  of  any  other  persons  or  any 
committees  or  organizations  for  whom  they 
acted: 

(7)  Any  efforts  to  disrupt,  hinder.  Impede. 
or  sabotage  in  any  way  any  campaign,  can- 
vass or  activity  conducted  by  or  in  behalf  of 
any  person  seeking  nomination  or  elections  as 
the  candidate  of  any  political  party  for  the 
office  of  President  of  the  United  States  In 
1972  by  Infiltrating  any  poUtlcal  committee 
or  organization  or  headquarters  or  offices  or 
home  or  whereabouts  of  the  person  seeking 
such  nomination  or  election  or  of  any  person 
aiding  him  in  so  doing,  or  by  bugging  or 
eavesdropping  or  wiretapping  the  conversa- 
Uons,  communications,  plans,  headquarters, 
offices,  home,  or  whereabouts  of  the  person 
seeking  such  nomination  or  election  or  of  any 
other  persons  assisting  htm  In  so  doing  or 
by  exercising  surveUlance  over  the  person 
seeking  such  nomination  or  election  or  of  any 
person  assisting  him  in  so  doing,  or  by  re- 
porting to  any  other  person  or  to  any  poU- 
tlcal conamittee  or  organization  any  Informa- 
tion obtained  by  such  infiltration,  eavesdrop- 
ping, bugging,  wiretapping,  or  surveUlance; 

(8)  Whether  any  person,  acting  indlvld- 
uaUy  or  In  combination  with  others,  or  poli- 
tical committee  or  organization  Induced  any 
of  the  activities  mentioned  In  subdivision  (7) 
of  this  section  or  paid  any  of  the  participants 
In  any  such  activities  for  their  services,  and 
If  so.  the  identities  of  such  persons,  or  com- 
mittee, or  organization,  and  the  source  of  the 
funds  used  by  them  to  procure  or  finance 
such  activities: 

(9)  Any  fabrication,  disaeminatlon  or 
publication  of  any  false  charges  or  other  false 
information  having  the  purpose  of  discredit- 
ing any  person  seeking  nomination  or  elec- 
tion as  the  candidate  of  any  poUtical  party 
to  the  office  of  President  of  the  United  States 

(10)  The  planning  of  any  of  the  activities 
mentioned  in  subdivision  (7)  (8)  or  (9>  of 
this  section,  the  employing  of  the  partici- 
pants In  such  activities,  and  the  source  of 
any  moneys  or  things  of  value  which  may 
have  beeen  given  or  promised  to  the  par- 
ticipants In  such  activities  for  their  services 
and  the  identities  of  any  persons  or  com- 
mittees or  organizations  which  may  have 
been  involved  in  any  way  In  the  planning 
procuring,  and  financing  of  such  activities. 

(11)  Any  transactions  or  circumstances 
relating  to  the  source,  the  control,  the  trans- 
nussion.  the  transfer,  the  deposit,  the  stor- 
age, the  concealment,  the  e.Tpenditure  or 
use  m  the  United  States  or  in  any  other 
country,  of  any  moneys  or  other  things  of 
value  collected  or  received  for  actual  ^r  pre- 
tended use  in  the  presidential  election  of 
1972  or  in  any  related  campaign  or  canvass 
or  activities  preceding  or  accompanying 
such  election  by  any  person,  group  of  per- 
sons, committee,  or  organization  of  any  kind 
acting  or  professing  to  act  In  behalf  of  any 
national  political  party  or  In  support  of  or  in 
opposition  to  any  person  seeking  nomination 
or  election  to  the  office  of  President  of  the 
United  States  in  1972; 

(12)  Compliance  or  noncompliance  a-lth 
any  Act  of  Congress  requiring  the  reporting 
of  the  receipt  or  disbursement  or  use  of  any 
moneys  or  other  things  of  vnlue  mentioned 
in  subdivision    (U)    of  thici  section; 

(13)  WheLlier  aiiv  of  the  moneys  or  things 
oC   v:iltie   nien:,:or.ed   in  subdivision    (11)    of 


this  section  were  placed  in  any  secret  t-iziA 
or  place  of  storage  for  u-.e  :r.  financing  any 
activity  which  was  sought  to  be  concealed 
J  from  the  pubHc,  and.  if  so.  what  di^b-orse- 
m.ent  or  expenditure  was  made  of  auch. 
secret  fund,  and  the  identities  of  any  person 
or  group  of  persons  or  commi!itee  or  or^a- 
nizarion  having  any  control  over  sjch  secret 
fund  or  the  disbursement  or  e.-cpenditure  of 
the  sp.me: 

(14)  Whether  any  books,  checks,  canceled 
checks,  communications,  correspondence, 
documents,  papers,  physical  evidence,  rec- 
ords, recordings,  tapes,  or  materials  relating 
to  any  of  the  matters  or  questions  the  select 
committee  is  authorized  and  directed  to  in- 
vestigate and  study  have  been  concealed,  sup- 
pressed, or  destroyed  by  any  persons  acting 
individually  or  in  combination  with  others, 
and.  if  so,  the  identities  and  motives  of  any 
such  persons  or  groups  of  persons; 

(15)  Any  other  acttvltlee,  circumstances, 
materials,  or  transactions  having  a  tendency 
to  prove  or  disprove  that  persons  acting 
either  individually  or  in  combination  wlUi 
others,  engaged  In  any  illegal.  Improper,  or 
unethical  activities  la  connection  with  th* 
presidential  election  of  1972  or  any  cam- 
paign, canvass,  or  activity  related  to  sucb 
election; 

(16)  Whether  any  of  the  existing  laws  of 
the  United  States  are  Inadequate,  either  in 
their  provisions  or  manner  of  enforcement  to 
safeguard  the  Integrity  or  parity  of  the  proc- 
ess by  which  Presidents  are  chosen. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  To  enable  theselect  commlCta* 
to  make  the  investigation  and  study  author- 
ized and  directed  by  this  resolution,  the  Sen- 
ate hereby  empowers  the  select  conunitte* 
as  an  agency  of  the  Senate  (1)  to  employ 
and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  clerical. 
Investigatory,  legal,  technical,  and  other  as- 
sistants as  it  deems  necessary  or  appropriate; 
(2)  to  sit  and  act  at  any  time  or  place  dur-~ 
Ing  sessloru.  recesses,  and  adjournment  peri- 
ods of  the  Senate:  (3)  to  hold  hearings  for 
taking  testimony  on  oath  or  to  receive  docu- 
mentary or  physical  evidence  relating  to  the 
matters  and  questions  it  is  authorized  to  In- 
vestigate or  study; (4)  to  require  by  subpeaa 
or  otherwise  the  attendance  as  witnesses  of 
any  persons  who  the  select  committee  be- 
lieves have  knowledge  or  Information  con- 
cerning any  of  the  matters  or  questions  It 
is  authorized  to  investigate  and  study;  (5) 
to  require  by  subpena  or  order  any  depart- 
ment, agency,  officer,  or  employee  of  the  ex-  - 
ecutive  branch  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, or  any  private  person,  firm  or  corpora- 
tion, or  any  officer  or  former  officer  or  em- 
ployee of  any  political  committee  or  orga- 
nization to  produce  for  Its  consideratloa 
or  for  use  as  evidence  in  its  Inveetlgatloa 
and  study  any  books,  checks,  canceled  checks, 
correspondence.  communicaUons.  document, 
papers,  physical  evidence,  records,  recordings, 
tapes,  or  materials  relating  to  any  of  the 
matters  or  questions  it  is  authorized  to  in- 
vestigate and  study  which  they  or  any  of 
them  may  have  in  their  custody  or  under 
their  control;  (6)  to  make  to  the  Senate  any 
recommendations  it  deems  appropriate  in  re- 
spect to  the  willful  failure  or  refusal  of  any 
person  to  appear  before  it  in  obedience  to  a 
subpena  or  order,  or  In  respect  to  the  will- 
ful failure  or  refusal  of  any  person  to  an- 
swer questions  or  give  testimony  In  his  char- 
acter as  a  witness  during  his  appearance  be- 
fore it.  or  in  respect  to  the  willful  failure  or 
refusal  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment or  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation,  or 
any  officer  or  former  officer  or  employee  of 
any  poUtical  committee  or  organization,  to 
produce  before  the  committee  any  books, 
checks,  canceled  checks,  correspondence. 
communications,  documents,  financial  rec- 
ords, papers,  physical  evidence,  records,  re- 
cordings, tapes,  or  materials  in  obedience  to 
any  stibpena  or  order;  \7)  to  cake  depositions 
and  other  testimony  on  o.i',U  ivnywhere  w.th- 


(524) 


41.1      119   CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD,    FEBRUARY  7,    1973,    S2617 ,    S2335-3? 


February  7, 


19 


1 1> 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


S  2337 


In  thu  UiiJted  States  or  in  any  other  country; 
(8)  to  procure  the  teniporajry  or  intermittent 
services  oi  Individual  consultants,  or  organl- 
zarions  thereof.  In  the  same  manner  and  un- 
tipf  the  same  conditions  as  a  standing  com- 
mutee  of  the  Senate  may  procure  such  serv- 
ices under  section   20i3(i)    of  the  Legi3latl7e 
Reorganization  Act  of  1946;    (9)    to  use  on  a 
reimbursable  basid.  with  the  prior  con3ent  of 
the  Government  department  or  agency  con- 
cerned and  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration, the  services  of  personnel  of  any 
such  department  or  agency:  (10)  to  use  on  :i 
reimbursable    basis    or   otherwise    with    the 
prior  consent  of  the  chairman  of  any  othe: 
of  the  Senate  committees  or  the  chairman  o^ 
any  subcommittee  of  any  committee  of  the 
Senate  the  facilities  or  services  of  any  mem- 
bers of  the  staffs  of  sucti  other  Senate  com- 
mittees or  any  subcommittees  of  such,  other 
Senate  committees  whenever  the  select  com- 
mittee or  Its  chairman  deems  that  such  ac- 
tion is  necessary  or  appropriate  to  enable  the 
select  committee  to  malce  the  Investigation 
and  study  authorized  and  directed  by  this 
resolution;    (11)   to  have  access  tlirough  ttie 
agency  of  any  members  of  the  select  com- 
mittee,   chief    majority    counsel,    minority 
counsel,  or  any  of  its  investigatory  assistants 
jointly  designated  by  the  chairmaja  and  the 
ranking  minority  member  to  any  data,  evi- 
dence. Information,  report,  analysia.  or  doc- 
ument or  papers  relating  to  any  of  the  mat- 
ters or  questions  which  It  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  Investigate  and  study  In  the  cus- 
tody or  under  the   control   of  any  depart- 
ment, agency,  officer,  or°  employee  of  the  ex- 
ecutive  branch  of  the  United  States   Gov- 
ernment having  the  power  under  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  to  Inveetlgate  any  al- 
leged criminal  activities  or  to  prosecute  per- 
sons charged  with  crimes  against  the  United 
States  which  will  aid  the  select  committee 
to  prepare  for  or  conduct  the  Investigation 
and  study  authorized  and  directed  by  this 
resolution;   and    (12)    to  expend  to  the  ex- 
tent it  determines  necessary  or  appropriate 
any  moneys  made  avaUabie  to  It  by  the  Sen- 
ate to  perform  the  duties  and  exercises  the 
powers  conferred  lipon  it  by  this  resolution 
and   to  make   the   investigation   and  study 
it  Is  authorized  by  this  resolution  to  make. 

(b)  Subpenaa  may  be  issued  by  the  select 
committee  acting  through  the  chairman  or 
any  other  member  designated  by  him.  and 
may  be  served  by  any  person  designated  by 
such  chairman  or  other  member  anywhere 
within  the  borders  of  the  United  States.  The 
chairman  of  the  select  committee,  or  any 
other  member  thereof,  Is  hereby  authorized 
to  administer  oaths  to  any  witnesses  appear- 
ing before  the  committee. 

(c)  In  preparing  for  or  conducting  the  In- 
vestlgatlon  and  study  authorized  and  di- 
rected by  this  resolution,  the  select  commit- 
tee shall  be  empowered  to  exercise  the  powers 
conferred  upon  committees  of  the  Senate 
by  section  6002  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  or  any  other  Act  of  Congress 
regiUatlng  the  granting  of  Immunity  to  wit- 
nesses. 

Sec  4.  The  select  comnalttee  shall  have 
authority  to  recommend  the  enactment  of 
any  new  congressional  legislation  which  its 
investigation  considers  it  is  necessary  or  de- 
sirable to  safeguard  the  electoral  process  by 
which  the  President  of  the  United  States  is 
chosen. 

Sec.  5.  The  select  comnalttee  :JiaU  make  a 
final  report  of  the  results  of  the  investiga- 
tion and  study  conducted  by  It  pursuant  to 
this  resolution,  together  with  Its  fljidiugs 
and  its  recommendations  as  to  new  congres- 
sional legl>ilation  it  deem^  necessary  or  de- 
sirable, to  the  Senate  at  the  earliest  prac- 
ticable date,  but  no  later  than  February  28. 
1074.  The  select  committee  may  also  submit 
to  the  Senate  such  interim  reports  as  it 
considers  appropriate.  After  submission  of 
Us  riual  report,  the  select  committee  shall 
have    three    calendir    montlia    to    close 


affairs,  and  on  the  e:iplration  of  such  three 
cal;.'nda.r  mouths  shall  ceaje   to  exibt. 

Szc.  6.  The  e:q)ense3  of  the  select  commit- 
tee through  February  28.  1974,  under  this 
resolution  shall  not  exceed  5500.000.  of  which 
amount  not  to  exceed  $25,000  shall  be  avail- 
able for  the  procurement  of  the  services  of 
Individual  consultants  or  organizations 
the.'-eof-  Such  expenses  shall  be  paid  from, 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
select  committee.  The  minority  members  of 
the  select  committee  shall  have  one-third  of 
the  professional  staff  of  the  select  committee 
(including  a  minority  counsel)  and  such 
part  of  the  clerical  staff  as  may  be  adequate. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that 
the  vote  by  which  the  resolution  was 
agreed  to  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  ROBERT  C.  BYRD.  Mr.  President, 
I  move  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

\ 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Mr.  Hackney,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  informed  the  Senate  that, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
1202,  title  12,  Public  Law  91-452,  the 
Speaker  had  appointed  Mr.  KASTENMJsaER, 
Mr.  Edwards  of  California,  Mr.  Hutch- 
inson, and  Mr.  Sandman  as  members  of 
the  National  Commission  on  Individual 
Rights,  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  message  also  informed  the  Senate 
that,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 123(a).  Public  Law  91-605,  the 
Speaker  had  appointed  Mr.  Wright,  Mr. 
Grat,  Mr.  Don  H.  Clahsew,  and  Mr. 
Sntder  as  members  of  the  Commission 
on  Highway  Beautlflcation,  on  the  part 
of  the  House. 

The  message  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed,  without  amendment, 
the  joint  resolution  (S.J.  Res.  37)  to  des- 
ignate the  Manned  Spacecraft  Center  in 
Houston.  Tex.,  as  the  "Lyndon  B.  John- 
son Space  Center"  in  honor  of  the  late 
President. 


QUORUM   CALL 


Mr.  ROBERT  C.  BYRD.  Mr,  President, 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roU. 

Mr.  HARTKE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


Its 


SKYJACKING 

Mr.  HARTKE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  my 
plan  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  this 
body  a  series  of  Issues  concerning  the 
operation  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad- 
ministration. 

I  have  made  a  statement  for  the  Cow- 
CREssioNAi.  Record,  listing  some  27 
charges  organized  under  seven  cate- 
gories. These  run  through  the  whole 
gamut  of  F.\A  operations  and  policies. 

At  this  time  I  aok  unanimous  consent 
that  ;in  article  appearing  in  tlie  Wash- 
ington Star  of  February  4.  be  printed  in 
the  Record  following  my  remarks. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  orderet'. 
'See  e.Khibit  1.) 

Mr.  HARTKE.  Mr.  President,  now,  we 
are  to  consider  the  F.'^A  anciiujacking 
regulations,  and  I  say  they  constitute:  a 
serious  mvasion  of  civil  rights,  and  an 
unconstitutional  encroachment  of  the 
Executive  upon  the  legislative  functions 
of  Government;  and  I  believe  evidence 
win  show  that  the  F.AA  regidations  do 
not.  cannot,  and  will  not  work. 

Further,  it  can  be  shown  that  there 
are  other  remedies  to  skj-jacking  that 
stand  a  better  chance  of  stopping  this 
serious  crime  without  violating  the  rights 
and  interests  of  American  citizens  and 
their  Constitution. 

Even  assuming  there  were  no  other 
remedy  whatsoever,  and  there  is.  I  main- 
tain that  the  burden  of  proof  to  show 
violation  for  these  questionable  PAA  pro- 
cedures must  rest  upon  the  PAA  and 
upon  anyone  who  defends  them,  not  upon 
those  who  oppose  them.  I  repeat,  that 
even  if  there  were  no  other  remedies 
than  those  of  the  PAA,  they  are  still 
improper  and  the  burden  of  proving  their 
constltutionaUty  and  legality  rests  on 
those  who  affirm  them  so  heatedly,  not 
upon  anyone  who  resists  them. 

The  majority  of  these  have  not  even 
been  tested  at  law. 

Mr.  President  if  I  could  prove  that 
the  FAA  regulations  cannot,  do  not.  and 
wUl  not  work.  I  would  mollify  some  of 
my  critics,-  win  some  friends,  but  lose 
the  main  question. 

And.  Mr.  President,  if  I  could  prove, 
here  or  in  court,  that  I  have  been  sepa- 
rately and  singly  harassed  at  airports, 
that  other  Senators,  Congressmen,  their 
staff  members,  members  of  the  Presi- 
dent's Cabinet,  their  staffs  and  famihes, 
have  done  exactly  as  I  have  done  with- 
out harassment — if  I  could  prove  all  that. 
Mr.  President — I  'would  have  moUlfled 
some  critics,  won  some  friends,  and  lost 
the  main  question. 

And,  Mr.  President,  if  I  prove  too 
quickly  here  that  devices  other  than  mass 
airport  search,  seizure,  and  arrest — for 
arrest  is  exactly  what  we  are  dealing  with 
here,  then  I  shall  have  moUified  some 
critics,  won  some  friends,  but  will  have 
lost  the  main  question. 

Finally,  Mr.  President,  even  if  I  prove 
that  the  PAA  has  not  attempted  to  es- 
tablish any  legal  validity  at  all  for  those 
regulations — at  least  one  airline  is  be- 
ginning to  have  some  doubts — and  if  I 
establish  that  the  FAA  acted  in  an  ir- 
responsible and  haphazard  fashion,  I  wUl 
have  mollified  some  critics,  won  some 
friends  but  will  have  lost  the  main  ques- 
tion. 

The  Important  question  In  this  issue 
is  not  harassment  of  me  pprsorsOly,  not 
better  alternative  devices,  not  the  inef- 
fectuality  of  the  P.\A  methods.  The  im- 
portant question   in   this  issue in   my 

judgment,  perhaps  the  most  important 
issue  over  the  next  two  decades — is  one 
not  only  at  the  very  heart  of  my  dispute 
with  the  F-\A;  U  lies  at  the  core-center 
of  the  newsman's  immunity  issue;  and  it 
is  even  before  this  Chamber  in  the  im- 
poundment issue. 

The  eridence  seems  clear.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  the  FA.A  has  quite  literally  en- 
d:ingered  the  lives  of  all  American  air 
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42.       On  February  9,  1973  H.  R.  Haldeman  sent  John  Dean  an  "Eyes 

only"  memorandum.  Mr.  Haldeman  wrote: 

Obviously  the  key  on  the  Ervin  Committee  is  the 
minority  staff  and  more  importantly,  the  minority 
counsel.  We've  got  to  be  sure  we  get  a  real  tiger, 
not  an  old  man  or  a  soft-head,  and  although  we  let 
the  committee  membership  slip  out  of  our  grasp,  we've 
got  to  find  a  way  to  be  sure  we  get  the  very  best  man 
we  can  for  counsel. 

He  directed  Dean  to  have  the  Attorney  General  "order  the  FBI  project 

on  the  1968  bugging  .  .  ."  so  as  to  gather  the  data  on  whether  the 

President  was  subject  to  bugging  during  the  1968  campaign.  He  also 

stated  that  "Mitchell  should  probably  have  Kendall  [President  of  Pepsi 

Cola  Company]  call  DeLoach  [former  FBI  Assistant  Director  now  working 

for  Mr.  Kendall]  in  and  say  that  if  this  project  turns  up  anything  that 

DeLoach  hasn't  covered  with  us,  he  will,  of  course,  have  to  fire  him." 
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1240 
ExmsiT  No.  34-33 

THE  WHITE   HObSE 

WAS  H I  N  GTON 


February  9.   1973 

MEMORAiraUM  FOR  :  JOHN  DEAN 

FROM:  H.R.  HALDEMAN 


Obviously  the  key  on  the  Ervin  Committee  is  the  minority  staff 
and  more  importantly,    the  minority  counsel.     We've  got  to  be 
sure  we  get  a  real  tiger,    not  an  old  man  or  a  soft-head,    and 
although  we  let  the  committee  membership  slip  out  of  our  grasp, 
we've  got  to  find  a  way  to  be  sure  we  get  the  very  best  man  we 
can  for  counsel. 

Also,   you  should  go  ahead  and  have  Kleindienst  order  the  FBI 
project  on  the  1968  bugging  so  as  to  gather  the  data  on  that  and 
get.  the  fullest  pcrssible  information. 

Also,   Mitchell  should  probably  have  Kendall  call  DeLoach  in 
and  say  that  if  this  project  turns  up  anything  that  DeLoach  hasn't 
covered  with  us,   he  will,   of  course,   have  to  fire  him. 
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Mr.  Haldeman.  I  will  be  glad  to  comment  on  the  point  there. 

Senator  Weickeb.  Sure. 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  don't  have  a  question  to  answer,  but  at  some  point 
it  was  my  understandinpr  that  a  comment  had  been  made,  and  I  believe 
by  you,  Senator  Weicker,  to  the  effect  that  there  was  all  this  cash 
floating  around  in  this  campaign  and  Republican  candidates  certainly 
didn't  get  any  of  this  cash,  and  in  reacting  to  that  statement,  I  asked 
Mr.  Higby  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  funds  that  Mr.  Kalmbach 
had  raised  for  support  of  candidates  for  the  Senate  and  House  in  1970, 
whether  there  had  not  been  a  substantial  contribution  to  your  campaign 
in  Connecticut  at  that  time,  and  in  fact  whether  there  had  not  been  a 
substantial  cash  contribution  to  your  campaign. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right.  Then  what  happened? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  I  was  told  by  Mr.  Higby  that  he  was — that  it  was 
confirmed  to  him  by  one  individual  that  there  had  been  a  contribution 
by  another  that  he  was  not  able  to  give  him  the  information  as  to 
whether  there  had  been  or  whether  it  had  in  fact  been  in  cash  or  not. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  first  of  all,  do  you  have  the  statement  that 
I  made  as  to  the  fact  that  Republican  candidates  in  1970  did  not  get 
.  any  help  from  the  administration  ?  Do  you  have  that  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  No. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  of  course,  there  was  no  such  statement  by 
me.  Any  reference  was  made  to  the  campaign  of  1972,  which  I  am 
going  to  get  into  in  a  short  time  anjTvay. 

Was  there  an  attempt — in  other  words,  was  information  sought  as 
to  whether  or  not  these  contributions  were  reported  or  not? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  I  do  not  believe  so.  The  question  that  I  was  inter- 
ested in  was  whether  there  had  been  a  cash  contribution  or  not. 

Senator  Weicker.  In  other  words,  you  were  not  interested  in  any 
way  embarrassing  this  member  of  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  HaldeJiax.  I  was  interested  in  finding  out  whether  there  was  a 
cash  distribution  as  a  reaction  to 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  work  with  Mr.  Higby  on  this  ? 

Mr.  HjVldemax-.  I  talked  to  Mr.  Higby  about  it.  I  think  Mr.  Higby 
made  the  phone  calls. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  who  did  he  talk  to  ? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  I  am  not  sure. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Dent* 

Mr.  Haldemax.  I  believe  so,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Senator  Weicker.  Was  Colson  contacted  on  this  matter  ? 
r^^LDEj^x.  I  do  not  know. 
lenato^T^iCKER.  Let  me  just  very  briefly  here  now  go  over  this  set 


Mr 

Sei 


of  papere  which  I  think  maybe  we  lost  sight  of  even  though  all  of  them 
have  been  entered  as  exhibits,  starting  with  the  February  9, 1973,  mem- 
orandum to  John  Dean  from  H.  R.  Haldeman,  initialed  by  you. 

Mr.  Haldejiax.  Do  I  have  that  one? 

Senator  Weicker.  February  9, 1973.  If  you  do  not,  I  should  certainly 
want  you  to  have  it. 

Mr.  Haldemax.  I  have  February  10,  Senator. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  think  you  ought  to  have  the  February  9  one. 

February  9,  1973,  memorandum  to  John  Dean  from  H.  R.  Halde- 
man. Would  you  see  that  Mr.  Haldeman  gets  a  copy  of  it,  and  also, 
]VIr.  Chairman,  if  it  lias  not  been  already  entered — has  it  been  entered 
as  an  exhibit  ?  Could  counsel  guide  me  on  that  one  ? 
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Mr.  Dash.  February  9  ?  Yes. 

Senator  Weicker.  Febniary  9  memorandum. 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Senator  Weicker.  It  is  part  of  the  series,  February  9  and  two 
February  10  memorandums.* 

Now,  this  memoi-anduni  for  Joha  Dean  from  H.  R.  Haldeman, 
''Eyes  Only,"  initialed  '-H." 

Obviously,  the  key  on  tlie  Ervin  Committee  is  the  minority  staff  and  more  im- 
portantly, the  Minority  counsel.  We've  got  to  be  sure  we  get  a  real  tiger,  not  an 
old  man  or  a  soft'head 

And  I  can  attest  to  the  fact  that  we  did  have  a  real  tiger. 

and  although  we  let  the  Committee  membership  slip  out  of  our  grasp,  we've  got 
to  find  a  way  to  be  sure  we  get  the  very  best  man  we  can  for  counsel. 

I  have  not  concentrated  on  that  since.  "What  does  that  mean :  "and 
although  we  let  the  committee  membership  slip  out  of  our  grasp"? 
"What  happened  there  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  do  not  know.  [Laughter.] 

Senator  Weicker  [reading]  : 

Also,  you  should  go  ahead  and  have  Kleindienst  order  the  FBI  project  on  the 
1968  bugging  so  as  to  gather  the  data  on  that  and  get  the  fullest  possible 
information. 

Also,  Mitchell  should  probably  have  Kendall  call  DeLoach — 

Is  that  Deek  DeLoach? 
Mr.  Haldeman.  Yes. 
Senator  Weicker  [reading]  : 

Have  Kendall  call  DeLoach  in  and  say  that  if  this  project  turns  up  anything 
that  DeLoach  hasn't  covered  with  us,  he  will,  of  course,  have  to  fire  him. 

What  does  that — I  really  do  not  know  what  that  means  at  all,  Wliat 
is  being  referred  to  there  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  That  is  referring  to  the  1968  bugging  of  Mr.  Nixon 
and  Mr.  Agnew  and  apparently,  others  in  the  campaign  or  in  connec- 
tion with  that  campaign  which  took  place  at  a  time  that  Mr.  DeLoach 
was  a — I  am  not  sure  of  his  title  but  a  high  official  in  the  FBI  and  with 
which  it  was  presumed  Mr.  DeLoach  was  familiar. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  how  do  you  presume,  just  out  of  curiosity, 
to  indicate  that  if  Mr.  DeLoach  is  not  forthcoming  that  Mr.  Kendall 
should  fire  him  ?  Mr.  Kendall  is  not  employed  by  the  Government,  is  he 
in — is  this  the  gentleman  who  is  the  head  of  Pepsico,  is  that  right? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  Mr.  DeLoach,  I  gather,  is  an  employee  of 
Pepsico,  is  that  right  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Yes,  he  is  now. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  see.  Well 

Mr.  Haldeman.  He  was 

Senator  Weicker.  I  do  not  understand  how  you  issue  a  memorandum 
indicating  that  if  this  individual  does  not  cooperate  Mr.  Kendall 
should  have  him  fired.  Did  you  have  some  hold  or  did  Mr.  Mitchell 
have  some  hold  over  Mr.  Kendall  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Mr.  Mitchell  had  a  personal  relationship  with  Mr. 
Kendall  and  I  think  Mr.  Mitchell  had  been  in  touch  with  Mr.  Kendall 


•The  documents  referred  to  were  previously  entered  as  exhibit  No.  .'54-33.  See  Book  3, 
p.  1240. 
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or  Mr.  DeLoach  or  both  regarding  this  matter  and  had  not  gotten  the 
information  that  he  was  seeking  and  this  was  a  question  of  applying 
additional  pressure  to  attempt  to  get  the  information  from  Mr.  De- 
Loach  that  they  had  not  received. 

Senator  Weicker.  Oh,  I  see.  In  other  words,  we  now  have  the  White 
House  reaching  down  in  the  person  of  you  and  I  gather  saying  to 
citizens  of  this  country  that  if  they  do  not  do  what  is  asked  of  them, 
they  will  be  fired.  I  do  not  see  any  other  interpretation  on  that.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  That  is  the  suggestion  that  is  there.  [Laughter.] 
Obviously,  there  was  no  ability  on  our  part  to  carry  it  out. 

Senator  Weickxr.  You  took  a  good  swing  at  the  pitch,  I  will  say 
_^  that. 

Mr.  Haujeman.  Pardon  me? 

Senator  "Weicker.  You  took  a  good  swing  at  the  pitch,  I  will  say  that. 

Then  the  memorandum  of  February  10,  from  the  White  House, 
Washington,  February  10,  1973,  memorandum  for  John  Dean  from 
Larry  Higby.  Do  you  have  that  memorandum  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  From  Dean  to  Higby,  on  the  10th,  no. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right.  I  have  to — would  somebody  please    ^ 
give 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Excuse  me.  We  do  have  it,  Senator. 

'Senator  Weicker.  This  one  is  confidential,  February  10,  memoran- 
dum for  John  Dean  from  Larry  Higby.  [Reading:] 

As  I  am  sure  Bob's  probably  mentioned  to  you,  we  need  to  get  a  thorough  item- 
ization as  quickly  as  possible  of  all  the  disruptions  that  occurred  in  the  campaign. 
We'll  need  this  for  Watergate  tactics  with  the  Ervin  Committee.  That  is,  the 
Democratic  planned  activities  at  the  Century  Plaza  together  with  pictures,  indi- 
cations of  violence  and  Communist  activity  and  all  that  sort  of  thing — the 
violence  in  San  Francisco — ^the  headquarters  burning  in  Phoenix  and  other 
areas — the  demonstrations  at  the  Statue  of  Liberty,  et  cetera. 

You  know,  I  saw  that  memorandum  and  had  sort  of  a  very  familiar 
ring  to  it  when  I  saw  the  memorandum  dated  February  10,  1973.  This 
pretty  much,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  is  the  wording  of  the  testimony 
that  you  gave  to  this  committee  today,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  It  relates  to  several  of  the  same  incidents,  yes.  They 
are  incidents — ^they  were  the  incidents  that  come  immediately  to  mind 
of  those — of  the  kind  of  thing  we  were  talking  about. 

Senator  Weicker.  Certainly,  I  do  not  think  either  of  us  could  con- 
sider these  tactics  to  get  the  truth  to  the  Ervin  committee  without 
violating  the  constitutional  concepts  of  executive  privilege  or  separa- 
tion of  powers. 

Mr.  Haldeman.  This  was  not  in  relation  to  getting  truth  to  the  Ervin 
committee.  This  was  in  relation  to  getting  the  truth  regarding  activity 
by  the  opposition  out  to  the  American  people. 

Senator  Weicker.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  everything  I  have  heard 
so  far  in  the  way  of  these  memorandums  and  what  is  going  on  behind 
the  scene  was  to  bomb  the  Ervin  committee  right  out  of  the  water 
rather  than  go  ahead  and  get  the  tnith  to  it. 

Then,  we  do  know  the  second  memorandum  of  February  10.  1973, 
which  you  and  I  have  discussed  this  morning.  This  is  the  one:  "Wo 
need  to  get  our  people  to  put  out  the  stor^-  on  the  foreign  or  Communist 
money  that  was  used  in  support  of  the  demonstrations  against  the 
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ship  meeting  that  was  then  in  session  in  the  Cabinet  room.  Timmons 
reportod  that  tlie  Senate  was  going  to  begin  debate  on  Senator  Ervin's 
resolution  that  afternoon.  Timmons  was  instructed  to  request  Senator 
Hugh  Scott  to  come  to  his  office  after  the  leadership  meeting  and  I  was 
instructed  to  go  to  Mr.  Timmons'  office  to  explain  the  amendments  to 
the  resolution  to  Senator  Scott.  I  was  also  told  that  I  shoidd  tell  the 
Senator — Senator  Scott — to  raise  the  1968  bugging  incident  as  a  reason 
to  expand  the  scope  of  the  resolution  with  reference  to  prior  Presi- 
dential elections.  I  left  to  brief  Senator  Scott  with  the  feeling  that  the 
meeting  had  accomplished  nothing.  I  went  to  Timmons'  office,  had  a 
brief  meeting  with  Senator  Scott,  and,  as  I  was  returning  to  my  office, 
I  ran  into  Dick  Moore  who  told  me  that  he  felt  that  the  meeting  had 
been  useless.  I  agreed. 

On  February  7,  Timmons  informed  me  that  the  ^AHiite  House  amend- 
ments had  been  virtually  rejected  out  of  hand  and  the  resolution 
adopted  77-0.  Timmons  told  me  he  had  discussed  with  Haldeman  the 
possibilities  of  suggesting  names  for  the  Republican  side  of  the  Select 
Committee  -with  Senator  Scott,  and  Scott  seemed  receptive.  On  Febrn- 
ary  8,  the  members  of  this  committee  were  7iamed  and  I  recall  Timmons 
telling  me  that  Haldeman  had  '"chewed  him  out,"  but  Timmons  told 
me  Scott  had  never  given  him  a  chance  to  make  any  recommendation. 

On  February  9,  I  had  planned  to  go  to  Florida  for  a  week  or  10 
days.  The  President  had  departed  for  San  Clemente,  and  it  appeared 
that  everyone  could  relax  for  a  while.  In  midafternoon.  however,  ra}' 
plans  were  changed  when  I  received  a  call  from  Ehrlichman  in  San 
Clemente  telling  me  that  he  wanted  ]\[r.  Moore  and  me  to  come  to 
California  that  night  so  that  he  could  discuss  in  full  detail  the  prob- 
lems of  how  to  deal  with  the  forthcoming  Senate  hearings.  Ehrlich- 
man indicated  that  he  and  Haldeman  were  going  to  have  some  avail- 
able time  over  the  weekend,  so  we  should  come  immediately.  I  contacted 
Mr.  Moore,  who  was  about  to  take  a  train  trip  to  southern  A'irginia 
with  his  young  son  and  wife.  ■NToore  said  that  since  he  was  packed  he 
would  merely  flv  west  instead  of  training  south.  Mv  wife  and  I  and 
the  Moores  all  flew  to  San  Diego  on  the  evening  of  February  9. 

^    The  L.v  Cost.>l  irEETixcs 

Everyone  was  staving  at  the  La  Costa  Eesort  Hotel,  south  of  San 
Clemente.  The  meetings  with  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman.  ^[oore  and 
myself  ran  for  2  days,  and  I  would  estimate  they  involved  between  1-2 
to  14  hours  of  discussion.  Tlie  meetings  began  on  Saturday  morning. 
Februar}-  10,  at  San  Clemente.  but  the  discussion  did  not  begin  to  take 
any  focus  until  Saturday  afternoon  and  Sunday,  when  we  met  in 
Haldeman's  villa  at  La  Costa.  Based  on  notes  T  took  durinjr  the  meet- 
ing T  will  attempt  to  reconstruct  what  transpired.  I  should  also  point 
out  that  before  I  departed  San  Clemente  to  return  to  La  Costa  T  was 
given  several  memorandums,  which  I  luive  sulimitted  to  the  conunittee. 
which  directly  relate  to  wliat  occurred  at  La  Costa. 
[The  documents  were  marked  exhibit  Xo.  .34-o:"t.*] 
Mr.  Deax.  I  did  not  look  at  these  memorandums  until  several  davs 
after  the  mcetinir  and  was  rather  suipri.^od  that  Haldeman  would  state 
in  writing  specific  insti-uctions  to  me  regarding  !iis  tlioughts  on  per- 
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petuating  t]\e  "\Yater<r:ite  tactics  or  the  covenip  by  a  counteroffensive 
against  the  forthcoming  Senate  hearings.  TVliat  had  happened  by  tliis 
point  in  time  was  that  the  coverup  had  become  a  way  of  life  at  the 
"^Vhite  Hovise,  and  ha\-ing  made  it  to  this  point,  those  involved  were 
becoming  caieless  and  more  open  about  it.  Also,  the  Senate  was  ditrer- 
ent  than  the  courts,  grand  jury,  FBI,  and  the  like  that  had  been  dealt 
with  earlier. 

"^eWre  turning  to  the  substance  of  the  La  Costa  meetings,  I  would 
like  to  note  that  Mr.  Moore  and  I  had  talked  on  many  occasions  about 
the  Watergate  affair  and  the  damage  it  was  doing.  Mr.  ^loore  is  the 
only  person — other  than  Mr.  O'Brien  on  a  few  occasions — to  whom  I 
ever  expressed  my  deep  concern  about  the  matter,  particularly  the 
coverup.  '\^'Tiile  Moore  did  not  know  all  the  facts  he  knew  a  great  deal 
and  was  becoming  increasingly  awai'e  of  the  dimensions  of  the  prob- 
lems. I  talked  to  Moore  far  differently  than  anyone  else.  I  talked  to 
him  about  how  we  could  end  this  matter  once  and  for  all.  I  expressed 
my  concern  to  him  often  about  how  to  end  the  matter  before  it  ruined 
the  second  term  of  the  President.  I  was  concerned  that  it  was  not  going 
to  simply  go  away,  and  I  had  learned  that  the  press  was  becoming 
aware  of  other  illegal  activities  at  the  White  House.  I  never  discussed 
these  other  matters  with  Moore,  but  I  told  him  the  coverup  was  bigger 
than  the  Watergate  incident  per  se.  The  more  that  we  talked  about  it 
the  less  we  coulcl  find  a  solution — so  the  coverup  proceeded. 

As  I  have  indicated,  the  purpose  of  what  I  call  the  La  Costa  meet- 
ings, was  how  to  deal  with  this  committee's  investigation  of  the  Water- 
gate. The  Watergate  trial  was  over  and  that  problem  appeared  to  be 
over.  The  next  major  problem  was  the  Senate  hearings.  It  was  realized 
that  it  was  going  to  take  an  all-out  effort  by  the  White  House  to  deal 
with  the  Senate,  inquiry,  because  of  the  scope  of  the  resolution,  the 
composition  of  the  committee,  the  investigative  powers  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  the  general  feeling  that  the  Senate  was  a  hostile  world  for 
the  White  House.  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  were  disappointed  that 
the  efforts  to  influence  the  Senate  resolution  creating  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  failed,  as  well  as  the  White  House  efforts  to  recommend 
members  to  the  Select  Committee.  Thus,  the  focus  of  the  discussion  was 
how  to  deal  with  the  committee  h'.nceforth. 

It  was  during  the  morning  meeting  in  Ehrlichman's  office  at  San 
Clemente  that  there  was  a  discussion  of  the  members  of  this  com- 
mittee. Ehrlichman  said  that  the  White  House  could  not  look  for  any 
help  from  the  Democrats.  I  recall  that  when  we  were  discussing  the 
Democratic  membei-s  of  this  committee,  and  I  read  from  the  Con- 
gressional Directory  the  data  on  Senator  Inouye,  Ehrlichman  said  that 
his  name  is  pronounced  "Ain't-no-way"  and  then  said,  indeed,  there 
ain't-no-way  he's  going  to  give  us  anything  but  problems.  [Laughter.] 

The  Eepublican  members  of  this  committee  were  also  discussed  in 
that  niorning  meeting.  It  was  Ehrlichman  who  was  doing  most  of  the 
assessing,  but  occasionally  Haldeman  would  add  a  comment.  Senator 
Weicker  was  an  independent  Tvho  could  give  the  White  House  prob- 
lems. Senator  Gurney  would  help  the  "Wliite  House  and  would  not  have 
to  be  told  to  do  so.  I  recall  that  Ehrlichman  said  that  Senator  Gurney 
needs  the  White  House  because  former  Congressman  Cramer  may 
take  him  on  in  his  next  primary.  Senator  Gurney  was  considered  a 
sure  friend  and  protector  of  the  President's  interest.  Senator  Baker 
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43.       On  February  10  and  11,  1973  H.R.  llaldeman,  John  Ehrlichman, 
John  Dean  and  Special  Counsel  to  the  President  Richard  Moore  met  at 
San  Clemente  and  at  Haldeman's  cottage  at  Rancho  LaCosta,  California 
to  discuss  strategy  for  the  hearings  of  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on 
Campaign  Activities .  The  meeting  was  called  because  the  President 
wanted  to  know  what  planning  was  being  done  for  the  hearings  and  what 
strategy  should  be  adopted  with  respect  to  the  White  House  position  on 
executive  privilege  and  other  similar  matters.  The  meetings  involved 
between  8  and  14  hours  of  discussion.   It  was  agreed  that  CRP  rather 
than  the  White  House  would  take  primary  responsibility  for  the  defense 
on  Watergate-related  matters  and  that  John  Mitchell  should  be  asked  to 
c  oordinate  these  activities .  According  to  Ehrlichman  there  was  dis- 
cussion of  possible  dilatory  tactics  X'/ith  respect  to  the  hearings  of 
the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Campaign  Activities.  One  tactic  con- 
sidered was  monetary  assistance  to  the  attorneys  for  the  Watergate  defen- 
dants in  possibly  seeking  judicial  delay  of  the  hearings.   It  was  agreed 
that  Moore  would  go  to  New  York  to  speak  to  Mitchell  about  the  group's  dis- 
cussions and  Mitchell's  role  in  preparing  for  the  hearings. 
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ship  meeting  tluvt  was  then  in  session  in  the  Cabinet  room.  Tinimons 
rejjorted  that  the  -Senate  Avas  jioing  to  be^nn  debate  on  Senator  Er\-in's 
resolution  tiiat  afternoon.  Tinnnons  was  instructed  to  request  Senator 
Huf^h  Scott  to  come  to  his  office  after  the  leadership  meeting  and  I  was 
instructed  to  go  to  Mr.  Timmons'  otfice  to  explain  the  amendments  to 
the  resolution  to  Senator  Scott.  I  was  also  told  that  I  siiould  tell  the 
Senator— Senator  Scott— to  raise  the  1968  bugging  incident  as  a  reason 
to  expand  the  scope  of  the  I'esolution  with  reference  to  prior  Presi- 
dential elections.  I  left  to  brief  Senator  .Scott  with  the  feeling  that  the 
meeting  had  accomplished  nothing.  I  went  to  Timmons"  office,  had  a 
brief  meeting  with  Senator  Scott,  and.  as  I  was  returning  to  my  office, 
I  ran  into  Dick  Moore  who  told  me  th.at  he  felt  that  the  meeting  liad 
been  useless.  I  agreed. 

On  February  7,  Timmons  informed  me  that  the  White  House  amend- 
ments had  been  virtually  rejected  out  of  hand  and  the  resolution 
adopted  77-0.  Timmons  told  me  he  had  discussed  with  Haldenian  the 
possibilities  of  sucrgesting  names  for  the  Republican  side  of  the  Select 
Committee -with  Senator  Scott,  and  Scott  seemed  receptive.  On  Febru- 
ary 8,  the  members  of  this  committee  were  named  and  T  recall  Timmons 
telling  nre  that  Haldeman  had  "chewed  him  out,"  but  Timmons  told 
me  Scott  had  never  given  him  a  chance  to  make  any  recommendation. 

On  February  9,  I  had  planned  to  go  to  Florida  for  a  week  or  10 
days.  The  President  had  departed  for  San  Clemente,  and  it  appeared 
that  everyone  could  relax  for  a  while.  In  midafternoon.  however,  my 
plans  were  changed  when  I  received  a  call  from  Ehrlichman  in  San 
Clemente  telling  me  that  he  wanted  Mr.  Moore  and  me  to  come  to 
California  that  night  so  that  he  could  discuss  in  full  detail  the  prob- 
lems of  how  to  deal  with  the  forthcoming  Senate  hearings.  Ehrlich- 
man indicated  that  he  and  Haldeman  were  going  to  have  some  avail- 
able time  over  the  weekend,  so  we  should  come  immediately.  I  contacted 
Mr.  iloore,  who  was  about  to  take  a  train  trip  to  southern  Virginia 
with  his  j-oung  son  and  wife.  ^loore  said  that  since  he  was  packed  he 
would  merely  flv  west  instead  of  training  south.  Mv  wife  and  I  and 
the  Moores  all  flew  to  San  Diego  on  the  evening  of  Februarv  9. 


The  La  Costa  Mf.etixgs 


Evervone  was  staving  at  the  T^a  Costa  Resort  Hotel,  south  of  San 
Clemente.  The  meetings  with  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman.  Mooie  and 
myself  ran  for  2  days,  and  I  would  estimate  they  involved  between  12 
to  14  hours  of  discussion.  The  meeting-s  began  on  .'^atnrdav  morning. 
February  10,  at  San  Clemente,  but  the  discussion  did  not  begin  to  take 
any  focus  imtil  "Saturday  afternoon  and  Sunday,  when  we  met  in 
Haldemnn's  villa  at  La  Costa.  Rased  on  notes  I  took  durimr  the  meet- 
ing T  will  attempt  to  reconstruct  what  transpired.  I  should  also  point 
out  tliat  before  I  departed  San  Clemente  to  retuiii  to  La  Costa  I  was 
given  several  memorandums,  which  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee, 
which  directly  relate  to  what  occurred  at  La  Costa. 
[The  documents  were  marked  exhibit  Xo.  .T-l—oo.*] 
'Sh:  Deax.  I  did  not  look  at  these  memorandums  until  several  davs 
after  the  meeting  and  was  ratlier  surprised  that  JFaldeman  would  state 
in  writing  specific  instructions  to  me  regarding  his  thoughts  on  pov- 
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petuatinp;  the  Watero-ate  tactics  or  the  covenip  by  a  countoroffonsive 
against  the  forthcoming  Senate  hearings.  "VMaat  had  happened  by  this 
point  in  time  was  that^the  covernp  had  become  a  way  of  life  at  the 
"White  House,  and  having  made  it  to  this  point,  those  involved  were 
berominc-  careless  and  mo~re  open  about  it.  Also,  the  Senate  was  diftVr- 
enc  than  the  courts,  grand  jury,  FBI,  aiid  the  liice  chat  had  been  dealt 
with  earlier. 

Before  turning  to  the  substance  of  the  La  Costa  meetings.  T  would 
like  to  note  that'Mr.  Moore  and  I  had  talked  on  many  occasions  about 
the  AYatergate  affair  and  the  damage  it  was  doing.  Mr.  Moore  is  the 
only  person— other  than  INIr.  O'Brien  on  a  few  occasions— to  whom  f 
ei-e'r  expressed  my  deep  concern  about  the  matter,  particularly  the 
coverup.  "Wlxile  ]Moore  did  not  know  all  the  facts  he  knew  a  great  deal 
and  was  becoming  increasingly  aware  of  the  dimensions  of  the  prob- 
lems. I  talked  to  Moore  far  differently  than  anyone  else.  I  talked  to 
him  about  how  we  could  end  this  matter  once  and  for  all.  I  expressed 
my  concern  to  him  often  about  how  to  end  the  matter  before  it  ruined 
the  second  term  of  the  President.  I  was  concerned  that  it  was  not  going 
to  simply  go  away,  and  I  had  learned  that  the  press  was  becoming 
aware  of  other  illegal  activities  at  the  Wliite  House.  I  never  discussed 
these  other  matters' with  Moore,  but  I  told  him  the  coverup  was  bigger 
than  the  Watergate  incident  per  se.  The  more  that  we  talked  about  it 
the  less  we  coxdd  find  a  solution— so  the  covernp  proceeded. 

As  I  have  indicated,  the  purpose  of  what  I  call  the  La  Costa  meet- 
ings, was  how  to  deal  with  this  committee's  investigation  of  the  "Water- 
gate. The  "Watergate  trial  was  over  and  that  problem  appeared  to  be 
over.  The  next  major  problem  was  the  Senate  liearings.  It  was  realized 
that  it  was  going  to  take  an  all-out  effort  by  the  "White  House  to  deal 
with  the  Senate  inquiry,  because  of  the  scope  of  the  resolution,  the 
composition  of  the  committee,  the  investigative  powers  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  the  general  feeling  that  the  Senate  was  a  hostile  world  for 
the  "Wliite  House.  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  were  disappointed  that 
the  efforts  to  influence  the  Senate  resolution  creating  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  failed,  as  well  as  the  AYliite  House  efforts  to  recoinmend 
members  to  the  Select  Committee.  Thus,  the  focus  of  the  discussion  was 
how  to  deal  with  the  committee  henceforth. 

It  was  during  the  morning  meeting  in  Ehrlichman's  office  at  San 
Clemente  that  there  was  a  discussion  of  the  members  of  this  com- 
mittee. Ehrlichman  said  that  the  "UTiite  House  could  not  look  for  any 
help  from  the  Democrats.  I  recall  that  when  we  were  discussing  the 
Democratic  membei-s  of  this  committee,  and  I  read  from  the.  Con- 
gressional Directory  the  data  on  Senator  Inouye,  Ehrlichman  said  that 
his  name  is  pronounced  "Ain"t-no-way"  and  then  said,  indeed,  there 
ain't-no-way  he's  going  to  give  us  anything  but  problems.  [Laughter.] 

The  Eepiiblican  members  of  this  committee  were  also  discussed  in 
that  morning  meeting.  It  was  Ehrlichman  who  was  doing  most  of  the 
assessing,  but  occasionally  Haldeman  would  add  a  comment.  Senator 
"Weicker  was  an  independent  who  could  give  the  "\ATiite  House  prob- 
lems. Senator  Gurney  would  help  the  "Wliite  House  and  would  not  have 
to  be  told  to  do  so.  I  recall  that  Ehrlichman  said  that  Senator  Gurney 
needs  the  "White  House  because  former  Congressman  Cramer  may 
take  him  on  in  his  next  primaiy.  Senator  Gurney  was  considered  a 
sure  friend  and  protector  of  the  President's  interest.  Senator  Baker 
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was  an  unknown,  and  neither  Haldeman  nor  Ehrlichman  knew  which 
way  he  miglit  go.  [Laughter.] 

Spnator  Ervix.  The  audience  will  please  refrain  from  demonstrating 
in  respect  to  the  testimony. 

Mr.  Dean.  I  might  add  that  in  a  subsequent  discussion  I  had  with 
the  President  he  also  reached  a  similar  conclusion  regarding  the  Re- 
publicans. He  thought  that  Senator  Baker  might  helj^,  but  he  was  not 
sure.  He  was  confident,  however,  that  Senator  Gurney  would  protect 
the  AAHiite  House  and  would  do  so  out  of  political  instinct  and  not  have 
to  be  persuaded  to  do  so. 

The  long  and  short  of  this  morning  discussion  was  that  the  White 
House  had  one  friend — Senator  Gurney — and  the  possibility  of  wooing 
and  winning  another. 

Later,  after  the  meeting  had  reconvened  at  La  Costa,  the  discussion 
turned  to  a  general  approach  about  how  to  deal  with  tlic  Select  Com- 
mittee. Ehrlichman  suggested  that  it  should  be  publicly  analogized 
to  the  ITT  hearings — that  is,  the  hearings  were  a  waste  of  time  to  the 
Senate,  they  were  very  partisan,  and  ultimately  repudiated  by  the 
Senate  when  Kleindienst  was  confirmed.  After  a  general  discussion, 
Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  concluded  that  the  theory  for  dealing 
with  this  committee  should  be  as  follows :  The  "White  House  will  take 
a  public  posture  of  full  cooperation,  but  privately  will  attempt  to 
restrain  the  investigation  and  make  it  as  difficult  as  possible  to  get 
information  and  witnesses.  A  behind-the-scenes  media  effort  would  be 
made  to  make  the  Senate  inquiry  appear  very  partisan.  The  ultimate 
goal  would  be  to  discredit  the  hearings  and  reduce  their  impact  by 
attempting  to  show  that  the  Democrats  have  engaged  in  the  same  type 
of  activities. 

During  the  meeting  on  Saturday  afternoon  (February  11),  Ehr- 
lichman instructed  me  to  call  Wally  Johnson  and  tell  Johnson  that  he 
was  to  go  visit  with  Senator  Baker  during  the  then  congressional 
recess  to  find  out  how  Senator  Baker  planned  to  operate — tliat  is, 
was  he  going  to  be  friend  or  foe — and  to  ask  Senator  Baker  how  the 
White  House  could  aid  him,  particularly  regarding  the  selection  of 
the  minority  counsel.  Prior  to  making  the  call,  I  asked  Ehrlichman  if 
I  should  arrange  to  give  Johnson  some  kind  of  briefing  before  he  went 
to  see  Senator  Baker,  so  that  he  would  know  fact  from  fiction  when 
talking  with  the  Senator  about  the  Watergate.  Ehrlichman  said  that 
was  not  necessary.  I  called  Mr.  Johnson  while  the  discussions  pro- 
ceeded and  passed  the  message  to  him.  He  said  he  would  proceed 
immediately. 

At  one  point  in  the  meeting,  Ehrlichman  raised  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  the  Select  Committee  was  going  to  be  nl)le  to  obtain 
the  grand  jury  minutes  and  other  investigative  records  from  the  FBI 
and  the  U.S.  Attorney's  Office.  I  said  I  did  not  know  riid  then  a  dis- 
cussion of  possible  legal  options  ensued.  No  one  really  knew  what  the 
law  might  be  regarding  this  matter,  but  Ehrlichman  stated  that  the 
Attorney  General  will  have  to  be  told  that  the  Justice  Department 
should  resist  turnii\g  over  such  records,  and  that  I  should  get  word 
back  to  the  attorneys  for  the  defendants  that  they  should  fight  the 
release  of  these  investigative  records  to  the  Senate  on  the  giounds  that 
it  would  have  an  adverse  impact  on  their  appeals. 
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When  discussing  how  to  handle  the  press  coverage  of  the  Senate 
hearings,  Haldeman  suggested  that  Pat  Buchanan  be  used  as  a  watch- 
dog of  the  press.  'Mv.  Buchanan  could  prepare  speeches  on  the  biased 
I>res3  coverage.  He  couUl  writ?  op-ed  articles  and  actually  attend  tiie 
lieariugs  and  be  a  Wliite  House  spokesman  to  take  the  pressure  oft' 
Ziegler's  chxily  briefings.  It  was  decided  by  Haldeman  and  Elulich- 
man  that  Mr.  Baroody's  White  House  attack  group — a  group  of  media- 
oriented  White  House  aides  who  meet  virtually  every  morning  to 
determine  how  to  counter  adverse  news  or  push  White  House  pro- 
grams— should  not  be  involved. 

There  was  also  discussion  during  tlie  La  Costa  meeting  of  the  I'ole  • 
the  reelection  connnittee  would  play  during  the  Senate  hearings.  It 
was  decided  that  the  reelection  conimittee  should  have  a  new  titular 
head.  Several  names  were  suggested  and  rejected  and  the  matter  was 
left  unresolved.  However,  it  was  decided  that  the  reelection  committee 
should  beef  up  its  legal  and  public  relations  staffs.  Paul  O'Brien  and 
Ken  Parkinson  should  be  given  any  additional  legal  staff  they  wished, 
as  they  woidd  be  responsible  for  liandling  witnesses  from  the  com- 
mittee who  would  be  called  to  the  Hill  to  testify-.  ^Nlr.  Van  Shumway, 
who  had  been  handling  press  relations  for  the  reelection  committee, 
would  be  asked  to  remain  on  and  provided  with  any  additional  staff' 
he  needed.  ^Ir.  iloore  would  have  general  oversight  of  Mr.  Shumway's 
operation. 

At  one  point,  Haldeman  suggested  that  the  reelection  committee 
hire  i^rivate  in\'estigators  to  dig  out  information  about  the  Demo- 
cratic campaigns.  I  I'aised  the  wisdom  of  this  because  I  thought  it 
was  more  political  surveillance.  The  matter  was  left  unresolved. 

There  was  lengthy  discussion  of  the  importance  of  the  minority 
counsel.  IVIr.  Moore  related  back  to  some  episodes  during  the  ^McCarthy 
hearings.  Both  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  felt  very  strongly  about 
having  a  man,  as  minority  counsel,  who  would  work  with  the  White 
House.  A  number  of  suggestions  were  made  and  discussed.  Ehrlich- 
man thought  that  Mr.  Fred  Buzhardt  would  be  an  excellent  choice. 
I  was  asked  to  come  up  with  some  names  for  consideration  as  soon 
as  possible  and  report  back. 

It  was  toward  the  end  of  the  meeting  on  Sunday  afternoon,  Febru- 
ary 11,  that  Ehrlichman  raised  the  bottom  line  question :  would  the 
seven  Watergate  defendants  remain  silent  through  the  Senate  hear- 
ings? I  say  this  was  a  bottom  line  question  because  the  entire  strategy 
was  based  on  this  continued  silence.  I  reported  that  I  could  not  answer 
the  question  because  I  did  not  know.  I  said  that  I  understood  that 
they  were  still  demanding  more  money,  but  as  we  had  discussed  pre- 
viously, there  was  no  more  money  available.  I  told  both  Haldeman 
and  Ehrlichman  that  I  had  carried  their  messages  to  ilitohell,  that 
this  is  something  that  thej-  would  have  to  take  care  of — I  think  the 
transcript  is  confused,  this  was  something  he  should  take  care  of,  he, 
^[itchell,  but  that  thev  were  aware  of  MiitchelTs  feelings  that  this  was 
something  that  tlie  White  House  should  be  concerned  about.  I  said  as 
far  as  I  was  concerned,  that  they  would  have  to  take  this  up  with 
iNIitchell  in  that  'Mitchell  felt  it  was  a  matter  for  the  White  House. 

At  this  point,  Ehrlichman  told  ilr.  Moore — who  was  hearing  all 
this  for  the  first  time — that  he.  Moore,  should  go  to  ^litchcll  and 
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simply  lay  it  out  that  it  was  Mitchell's  responsibility  to  raise  the  nec- 
essary funds  for  tliese  men.  It  liad  been  decided  at  tlie  outset  of  the 
first  day  of  the  meetinj^s  that  Moore  would  go  to  New  York  and  report 
to  Mitchell  on  what  had  been  resolved  regarding  dealing  with  the 
Senate  hearings,  and  now  Ehilichman  was  tellinii'  ^loore  tliat  au  im- 
portant element  of  liis  visit  with  ilitchell  woukl  be  for  him  to  get 
Mitchell  to  raise  the  necessary  future  funds  for  the  seven  Watergate 
defendants. 

The  meeting  concluded  on  this  item  and  ^loorc  and  I  departed  to- 
gether. I  told  him  as  we  walked  back  to  our  rooms  that  I  was  very 
distressed  that  this  had  come  up  in  his  presence,  but  that  he  now  had 
a  very  real  idea  of  the  dimensions  of  the  situation.  I  told  him  I  did 
not  think  that  he  should  get  involved  in  carrying  such  a  message  to 
Mitchell.  j\Ir.  Moore  was  concerned,  but  felt  that  he  had  an  obliga- 
tion to  do  what  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  expected  of  him,  but  he 
did  not  understand  why  they  thought  that  he  could  change  Mitchell's 
mind.  Shortly  after  Moore  and  I  departed,  I  went  to  Los  Angeles  to 
join  ray  wife  at  her  mother's  home  and  we  left  for  Florida  the  next 
morning,  February  12,  1973. 


FoLLQ-wiKG  Up  on  the  La  Costa  Meetings 

'While  in  Florida,  I  received  calls  from  Higby,  Moore,  Johnson,  and 
others  following  up  on  tlie  matters  that  had  been  set  in  motion  at  the 
La  Costa  meeting. 

On  February  13,  I  received  a  call  from  Johnson,  who  informed  me 
that  he  had  talked  with  Senator  Baker  by  telephone.  He  told  me  that 
he  had  informed  Senator  Baker  that  he  would  serve  as  the  White 
House  liaison  to  the  Select  Committee. 

Johnson  reported  that  Senator  Baker  had  told  him  that  a  personal 
visit  was  not  necessary,  that  they  could  talk  when  he  returned  to 
Washington  from  Tennessee.  Johnson  said  that  he  had  discussed  the 
minority  coimsel  position  with  Senator  Baker,  and  the  Senator  said 
he  did  not  want  any  official  input  from  the  "Wliite  House  and  had 
already  given  some  thought  to  the  qualifications  he  was  seeking  in  his 
minority  counsel. 

Johnson  reported  that  the  Senator  had  50  names  already  under 
consideration  and  planned  to  make  his  selection  in  the  next  few  davs. 
Johnson  told  me  that  he  didn't  think  Senator  Baker  had  ruled  out  the 
White  House's  making  some  suggestions,  but  we  would  have  to  move 
quickly. 

Mr.  Johnson  also  reported  that  Senator  Baker  had  told  him  that  the 
"\^'Tiite  House  should  be  concerned  about  the  President's  posture  vis-a- 
vis the  Senate  inquiry. 

Finally,  he  reported  that  Senator  Baker  had  indicated  that  he  and 
the  chairman  would  be  getting  together  after  the  recess  and  would 
discuss  staffing  and  procedural  matters  at  that  time.  I  passed  this 
report  to  Haldeman  via  Mr.  Higby. 

On  February  14,  Paul  O'Brien  came  to  visit  me  in  Florida.  He 
arrived  in  the  evening  and  we  went  out  to  dinner.  Nothing  of  sub- 
stance was  discussed  that  evening  other  than  some  hand  wrinsrinjr  over 
the  .<reneral  situation.  O'Brien  came  to  Florida  to  get  a  report  from  me 
on  what  had  occurred  at  the  La  Costa  meeting.  He  told  me  that 
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Exhibit  No.  34-33 

the  white  house 

WAS  H  I  N  GTON 


February  9,    1973 

MJSMORANDUM  FOR  :  JOHN  DEAN 

FROiM  :  H.R.  HALDEMAN 


Obviously  the  key  on  the  Ervin  Committee  is  the  minority  staff 
and  more  importantly,    the  minority  counsel.     We've  got  to  be 
sure  we  get  a  real  tiger,    not  an  old  man  or  a  soft-head,   and 
although  we  let  the  committee  membership  slip  out  of  our  grasp, 
we've  got  to  find  a  way  to  be  sure  we  get  the  very  best  man  we 
can  for  counsel. 

Also,   you  should  go  ahead  and  have  Kleindienst  order  the  FBI 
project  on  the  1968  bugging  so  as  to  gather  the  data  on  that  and 
get.  the  fullest  possible  information. 

,Also,    Mitchell  should  probably  have  Kendall  call  DeLoach  in 
and  say  that  if  this  project  turns  up  anything  that  DeLoach  hasn't 
covered  with  us,   he  will,    of  course,   have  to  fire  him. 
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THE   WHITE   HOUSE 

WAS  H  I  N  G  TO  N 


CONFiDENllAL 


February  10,    1973 


MEMORANDUM  FOR  :  JOHN  DEAN 

FROM  :  L.   HIGBY 


u 


As  I'm  sure    Bob's  probably  mentioned  to  you,   we  need  to  get 
a  thorough  itemization  as  quickly  as  possible  of  all  the  disruptions 
that  occurred  in  the  campaign.      We'll  need  this  for  our  Watergate 
tactics  with  the  Ervin  Committee.      That  is,    the  Democratic  planned 
activities  at  the  Century  Plaza  together  with  pictures,    indications  of 
violence  and  Communist  activity  and  all  that  sort  of  thing  -  the 
violence  in  San  Francisco  -  the  headquarters  burning  in  Phoenix     ' 
and  other  areas  -  the  demonstrations  at  the  Statue  of  Liberty,    etc. 
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February  10,   1973 

MEMOIiyiNDUrvl  FOR  i  JOHN  DEAN 

TB.OK  :  H.R.  H/iLDEIvlAN 


V/o  noud  to  pet  cur  people  to  imt  out  tha  ctory  oa  th=  forclsa  or 
;  Communist  inoney  lliat  vjca  uccd  ia  nupport  of  damonstrationa 
ac^inst  tho  Frcdccnt  In  1972.     V.'e  should  tio  all  1972  damon- 
ctritions  to  ^'cGovcrn  and  thus  to  tho  Damocrata  ao  part  of 
tho  peace]  movement. 

The  invonti^ation  chould  ha  brought  to  include  tho  peace  movc- 
msnt  wliich  Icr.dr;  directly  to  McGovcrn  arid  Toddy  Kennedy, 
Tliio  io  a  ^cod  cour.torcffcnaivc  tp  be  developed,    la  thia  cortncctioa 
■wo  need  to  itamirc  all  the  dicruptiona  cuch  ao  tho  Century  Plaaa, 
San  Fro.nci'cjco,  itatuo  of  Liberty,  and  eo  on. 

You  cliould  dcfirJtely  o.r<;cr  Gray  to  go  ahsad  oa  tha  FBI  lave ctljjatioa 
ajjS'.i^'i  thorjo  who  tipped  Ki>:on  and  Ajjnow  in  1968. 

V/o  nted  to  develop  the  plan  on  to  v/hat  extent  the  Democrato  were 
respcnciblo  iov  the  domonsti-ationa  that  Icid  to  violence  or  dio- 
ruptioa . 

There's  alco  tho  cuoctlon  of  whether  v/o  chould  let  cut  the  Fort  V.'ayno 
odhry  ;ipv/  -  that  v/o  ran  a  clci.n  camyaica  compared  to  theirs  of  libel 
and  Dlandcr  cuch  aa  a[;r.inst  Rcbozo,  etc. 

V.'e  could  let  £var.3  and  I-Iov?.!:  put  it  out  and  then  be  aohed  about  it 
to  rrjakc  the  poijit  that  wo  lcnt;v/  and  t'r.e  Prccid.ont  caid  it  wao  not  to 
bo  uccd  any  untlor  circumctancea.     In  any  event,  vre  have  to  play 
a  very  Iiard  i;r.ir,a  on  tl-.ic  v/holo  thlofj  and  cot  our  invcotigations 
golnj  ac  a  counter  movo. 
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A  review  of  my  files  would  indicate  that  99  out  of  a  100  times  when 
one  of  these  would  come  down  it  would  go  right  in  the  file  and  go  no 
furthei-. 


^^oenamTujnx.  Now,  returning  to  yiv.  Buzhardt's  assertion  tliat  the 
President  was  desirous,  beginning  in  September,  to  have  all  of  the  facts 
revealed  after  the  establishment  of  this  committee,  will  you  tell  us 
again  what  meetings  were  iiad  in  tiie  White  House  with  respect  to  this 
committee,  and  who  was  present? 

Mr.  Deax.  "With  dealing  with  this  committee? 

Senator  Ervix.  Yes. 

Mt.  Deax.  With  respect  to  the  President  or  the  leading  up  to  that 
as  well? 

Senator  Er\tx.  Well,  I  am  particularly  interested  in  the  President, 
since  Mr.  Buzhardt  says  he  was  anxious  tliat  all  tacts  be  revealed. 

Mr.  Dean.  Well,  it  was  when  the  President  was  in  San  Clemente, 
and  I  arrived  on  the — left  on  the  9th,  was  out  there  on  the  10th  and  11th 
for  meetings,  I  recall  that — of  February  of  this  year,  I  recall  that  Mr. 
Haldeman  departed  the  meeting  once  or  twice  and  he  finally  told  the 
President  what  we  were  meeting  on  while  we  were  out  there. 

We  left  there  and  went  to,  down  to  La  Costa  where  the  meetings 
proceeded  and  there  we  had  the  remainder  of  the  2  days  of  discussions 
about  how  to  deal  with  this  committee.  During  the  course  of  the  meet- 
ings at  one  point  in  time,  as  I  had  mentioned  earlier,  there  was  an 
assessment  made  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  there  had  been  disappointment 
that  they  had  not  been  able  to  influence  the  selection  of  the  committee, 
there  had  been  disappointment  that  they  had  not  been  able  to  amend 
successfully  your  resolution  to  put  a  bipartisan — you  know,  have  equal 
representation  between  Republicans  and  Democrats;  that  the  floor 
amendments  that  had  been  ofl'ered  had  been  defeated.  They — some  of 
these  are  evidenced  in  the  memorandum  from  Mr.  Haldeman  that  is  in 
Jjfi^gjJi^jjJJL^bmitted. 

^^senatorEnv'ix.  To  make  the  testimony  about  that  short,  was  that 
one  of  the  times  you  said  that  the  consensus  was  there  should  be  an 
effort  to  show,  to  claim  open  cooperation  with  the  committee  but  an 
eff'ort  to  impede  it  from  discovering  the  truth  ? 

INlr.  Deax.  I  would  call  the  chairman's  attention  to  the  exhibit  re- 
garding the  meeting  with  the  Attorney  General  where  there  was  great 
concern  that  this  committee  might  uncover  additional  criminal  ac- 
tivity. There  was  also  a  very  strained  relationship  at  that  point  in 
time  between  the  Attorney  General  and  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehr- 
lichman. I  was  asked  to  prepare  an  agenda  for  the  President  to  woo 
the  President  or  have  the  President  woo  the  Attorney  General  back 
into  the  family.  The  President  was  aware  of  the  problem,  and  there 
is  also  spelled  out  somewhat  in  the  agenda  that  was  submitted  to  him, 
I  believe,  on  February  22. 

'Senator  Er\7X.  Xow,  returning  to  the  President's  desire  about  the 
truth,  you  spoke  of  some  meeting  that  the  President  attended  in  which, 
after  a  press  conference,  he  wondered  if  the  committee  was  going  to 
swallow  the  bait  he  had  put  out  in  the  press  conference  about  a  court 
decision  ? 

Mr.  Deax.  That  was  on  St.  Patrick's  Dav. 

Senator  EK\qx.  That  was— St.  Patrick's  Dav  is  the  17th,  I  believe. 
Now,  before  that,  the  President  had  a  press  conference,  did  he  not,  on 
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me  jnst  a,  veiy  natural  thing  that  inferences  would  he  raised  at  some 
time  in  the  future.  We  had  a  long  walk  on  the  beach  on  that  particular 
day  and  we  talked  about  a  lot  oi  subjects  and  this  was  one  of  the  sub- 
jscrs  we  talked  nbout. 

Mr.  Dash.  Had  you  had  any  discussion  with  Mv.  Colson  oi'  Mr. 
Hunt  at  that  time  about  it  ? 

Mr.  EiiRLicnr^rAX.  At  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  p]ni;Licn3iAX.  Not  that  I  can  recall. 

Mr.  Dash.  It  would  seem  unlikely  that  you  would  and  it  just  is 
somewhat  suiprising  that  so  early  after  the  break-in  you  would  even 
be  talking  about  E.xecutive  clemency  with  the  President. 

ilr.  EHRLinutAx.  ^Yilo  did  it  surprise,  Mr.  Dash  ? 

Sir.  Dash.  I  said  it  does  seem  surprising. 

Mr.  Ehelichman.  To  you '? 

Mv.  Dash.  To  me,  that  you  in  July,  shoiily  after  the  break-in,  before 
any  indictments,  that  you  would  l>e  discussing  Executive  clemency,  but 
that  is  your  testimony,  that  you  did. 

Mr.  Ehklichjiax.  All  right,  that  is  what  happened. 

JMr.  Dash.  And  you  never  did  after  having  any  discussions  with  Mr. 
Dean  later  on  in  Januaiy  ? 

Mr.  EnuLiciniA.v.  I  am  sorry,  I  did  not  hear  the  question. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  never  again  discussed  that  with  the  President 
after  talking  with  Mr.  Dean  about  Executive  clemency? 

Mr.  EHKLicH^tAX.  Never  again?  No,  T  think  tliere  were  discussions 
in  March  and  April  of  this  year  about  the  allegations  that  ilr.  Dean 
was  making. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  am  referring  back  earlier  to  the  Janiuiry  period  be- 
cause, to  put  the  point  in  time  accurately,  just  before  ^Ir.  Hunt  pleaded 
guilty  is  when  Mr.  Dean 

Mr.  ErntLicHMAX.  Mr.  Dean's  original  story  was.  of  course,  that  I 
jumped  up  from  the  meeting  and  ran  downstairs  and  popped  into  the 
Oval  Office  which,  of  course,  was  nonsense.  So  then,  he  contrived  this 


^jjhej^tor^md  neither  one  of  them  are  tnie,  ]\rr.  Dash. 
^JVnrTB^SHnDn  February  10, 1973,  you,  Mv.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Dean,  and 
Dick  Jloore  did  meet  in  La  Costa,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  EHKLiCHJtAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  what  the  purpose  of  that  meeting  was? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Ye?,  that  meeting  was  called  because  the  Presi- 
dent had  asked  who  was  handling  the  preparation  of  the  White  House 
case  for  the  Senate  Select  Committee  hearings,  and  what  planning 
was  being  done,  and  what  was  the  "\^niit3  House  position  going  to  be 
on  matters  like  executive  privilege,  and  there  were  no  answers  to 
those  questions.  We  had  just  come  from  the  inaugural,  everybody 
had  been  very  busily  occupied  up  to  that  point,  and  frankly,  there 
was  not  anybody  handling  that,  and  so  one  of  us,  and  I  forget  who, 
called  John  Dean  and  asked  him  to  come  out,  and  sit  down  and  talk 
through  this  whole  subject  of  "maite  House  response,  so  to  speak, 
to  the  upcoming  hearincrs  of  the  Senate  Select  Committee. 

jVIr.  Dash.  Well,  did  the  discussion  include  just — not  only  the  "Wliite 
House  resnonse  in  general  on  e.xecutive  privilege  issues,  but  did  it  also 
include  what  steps  you  might  take  in  terms  of  atTecting  the  resolution 
authorizing  this  committee?  Wliat  steps  you  might  take  in  obtaining 
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a  minority  counsel  that  -would  be  helpful,  and  evaluation  of  members 
of  the  committee  as  has  been  testified  by  Mr.  Dean  before  this  commit- 
tee? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Well,  there  were — it  was  a  little  bit  like  attorneys 
meeting  before  a  trial  to  talk  about  the  upcoming  trial  and  what 
tlie  selection  of  the  jury  would  be  like,  and  the  kind  of  jurors  that  you 
would  prefer  to  have  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  and  what  opposing  coimsel 
was  like  and  so  on  and  so  forth.  It  was  sort  of  a  general  brainstorming 
session  on  the  subject,  and  all  those  subjects  that  you  mentioned 
came  up,  as  did  a  whole  raft  of  other  subjects  relating  to  these  up- 
coming hearings. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  are  you  a-ware  of  then  what  assignments  were  given 
to  anybody  to  follow  up  on  this  discussion  ? 

Mr.  Ehruchman.  Yes,  Mr.  Dean  was  given  an  assignment  to  at- 
tempt to  prepare  a  general  statement  of  Watergate  in  its  broadest 
aspects,  money,  Segretti,  planning  and  discussion  of  the  break-in, 
the  widest  kind  of  a  preliminary  statement  because  it  was  decided  that 
rather  than  to  die  by  inches  in  terms  of  having  questions  asked  and 
tiny  bits  of  fact  come  out  in  answers  through  the  process  of  the 
hearing,  it  would  be  much  better  if  the  entire  story  were  laid  out 
in  a  comprehensive  statement  in  advance.  So  Mr.  Dean  was  given  that 
assignment. 

After  a  number  of  hours  of  discussion,  it  was  sort  of  the  consensus 
of  the  meeting,  that  the  best  possible  management  entity  -would  not 
be  the  White  House  or  Government  people  but  would  be  the  Committee 
To  Re-Elect,  and  so  the  thought  was  that  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect 
with  John  Mitchell  stepping  back  into  the  management  of  it,  would 
be  an  ideal  focal  point  for  all  kinds  of  the  various  management 
problems  associated  with  these  hearings. 

Dick  Moore  was  going  to  go  and  talk  with  John  Mitchell  about  this 
idea.  I  heard  the  testimony  about  Dick  Moore  going  up  to  talk  to  him 
about  money,  that  had  to  do,  as  I  recall,  with  a  specific  aspect  of  this. 
Mr.  Dean  raised  the  point  that  these  defendants  in  the  break-in  case — 
many  of  them  either  had  cases  that  were  pending  sentencing,  were  on 
appeal,  or  in  some  kind  of  an  interlocutory  stage  and  that  they  might 
have  the  right  to  have  their  rights  protected  by  seeking  a  judicial  delay 
of  the  committee  hearings.  It  was  recognized  in  the  course  of  passing 
that  was  going  to  obviously  require  the  services  of  attorneys  and  the 
attorneys  would  have  to  be  paid  and  so  that  was,  as  Dick  Moore  testi- 
fied, a  rather  passing  subject  but  nevertheless  it  was  noticed  as  a  money 
problem  that  could  not  be  satisfied  out  of  campaign  funds  and  that 
he  should  also  talk  to  John  Mitchell  that 

Mr.  Dash.  But  why  woidd  you,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  and  Mr.  Halde- 
man,  and  Mr.  Dean,  with  your  positions  in  the  "WHiite  House  concern 
yourselves  over  the  criminal  defense  lawyers  case  that  miirht  have 
some  imnact  on  de]ayin.g:  this  committee.  Was  it  a  strateqrv  issue ? 

Mr.  Ehrltchmax.  It  was  in  the  nature  of  a  strategy  issue  and  it  was 
a  passinc:  strategy  issue.  I  wouldn't  want  it  to  get  out  of  proportion 
and  have  you  focus  on  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  am  not  trvingto  focus  on  it. 

Mr.  Ehrmctimax.  Being  sort  of  a  central  stratefrv  issue  here,  it  was 
merely  a  glancing  blow  or  passin.qr  reference  to  an  aspect  of  this  which 
Mr.  Dean  raised  as  a  legitimate  part  of  the  strategy  questions. 
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Mr.  Dash.  All  right. 

Taking  it  as  a  passing  blow  or  something,  and  not  certainly  a  cen- 
tral theme,  it  ivas  considered  as  a  strategy-  to  keep  this  committee  from     ■ 
going  forward  with  its  hearings. 

_Mr.  EHRi.iciT:.rAN-.  This  nieering  covered  dilatory  tai.-tic3,  it  covered  a 
wide  variety  of  subjects,  including  dilatory  tactics,  but  certainly  not 
limited  to  them. 

jMr.  Dash.  ^^Tiat  did  you  have  to  be  afraid  of  ? 

Air.  Ehruchman.  Sir? 

Mr.  Dash.  "VVliat  did  you  have  to  be  afraid  of  the  committee  o^ettino- 
started  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  think  it  was  conceived  that  the  attack  would  be 
highly  partisan,  that  it  would  be  strongly  antiadministration,  and  anti 
the  President.  Senator  Ervin  was  then  believed  to  be  a  very  partisan 
man,  and  I  think  there  was  strong  concern  that  this  whole  process  of 
this  Select  Committee  would  have  worked  to  the  serious  disadvantage 
of  the  administration.  There  was  no — there  was  certainly  no  acceptance 
liitiiiglifiiifiiiUkit  the  undertaking  was  totally  benign. 

Jir.  iJASH.  Ihis  was  on  February  10,  the  La  Costa  meeting  we  are 
talkmg  about. 

Then,  I  take  it,  have  you  had  an  opportunity,  and  I  don't  want  to 
take  any  time  on  it,  to  see  the  agenda  items  that  ifr.  Dean  testified  that 
Uiter  went  in  to  tlie  President  concerning  the  discussion  with  Senator 
-Baker  and  also  minority  counsel  issues? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes.  I  did.  I  think  that  the  suggestion  that  that 
somehow  relates  to  the  La  Costa  meeting  is  badfy  overdrawn  and 
tanticized.  I  think  Jlr.  Haldeman  is  your  better  witness  on  this  but 
from  what  I  know  of  what  took  place  at  the  La  Costa  meeting,  the 
relationship  between  the  two  is  much  more  tenuous  than  Mr.  Dean 
attempted  to  draw  out. 

Mr.  Dash  I  agree  with  you  Mr.  Haldeman  is,  but  in  a  foUowup  of 
La  Costa  rather  than  La  Costa. 

•    ^ff- Ehrlichman.  No.  Even  there  I  think  the  proximate  relationship 
IS  doubtful.  ^ 

Mr.  Dash.  Let's  go  back  briefly  to  perhaps  your  diary  which  is  not 
as  accurate  as  the  White  House  log.  On  January  4, 1973,  you  indicated 
that  you  perhaps  wouldn't  take  up  in  the  presence  of  Dr.  Kissincer  the 
issue  of  Executive  clemency. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No,  I  didn't  say  that.  I  just  asked  you  if  that  was 
the  meeting  you  were  relating  to. 

•^u^:i.-^\?"-  R'^  January  4,  1973,  does  your  diary  show  that  you  met 
with  the  President  from  3 .02  p.m.  to  4 :44  p.m.  and  that  you  were  with 
Mr.  Hakleman  in  that  meeting  from  3 :02  to  4 :44  which  is  the  full 
period,  Mr.  Collins  from  3 :04  to  3 :05,  and  4:18  to  4 :49,  and  Mr  Kis- 
singer—Dr.  Kissinger  4 :30  to  5 :15. 

Mr.  Ehrlich-max.  Well,  I  don't  have  all  those  refinements  in  my 
diary  but  I  show  that  Dr.  Kissinger  was  in  the  meeting  I  was  in  for 
approximately  45  minutes  of  a  total  of  about  1  hour  and  40  minutes 
something  of  that  kind.  ' 

Ar'^^rV^t^"-  '^^^^^  ^^^  ''^  *™^  ^^^^  yo"  "^ere  with  the  President  and 
Mr.  Haldeman  and  yourself  alone? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  assume  so. 


(547) 


43.3     JOHN  EHRL ICEMAN  TESTIMONY,  JULY  27,    30,    1973,    7  SSC  2849-51,    2739 

2739 

Senator  Gurnet.  Well,  that  could  be  understandable.  How  about 
Kalmbach;  Kalmbach  was  your  very  good  friend,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  EnRi.iCHMAN.  Yes;  but  he  was  also  very  knowledgeable  in  this 
case  and  he  had  been  one  of  the  people  that  I  had  interviewed  to  try 
to  <;et  information  for  the  President  on  the  money  end  of  this  thinfj, 
and  so  1  considered  liim  to  be  a  witness,  if  you  please,  in  the  inquiry. 

Senator  GrmNET.  Of  course,  Kalmbach's  reaction,  as  I  am  sure  you 
know,  was  total  shock  at  this  recording. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  understand,  and  I  regret  very  much  but  I  had 
an  assignment  from  the  President  that  I  felt  I  had  to  carry  out.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  did  some  checking  on  Mr.  Haldeman,  who  is  also 
my  very  good  friend.  I  did  that  because  I  felt  I  had  to  bring  to  the 
President  whatever  information  was  available  in  the  higher  interest. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Are  you  saying  now  this  is  during  the  period  of 
time  that  the  President  had  reassigned  the  business  of  Watergate  to 
you  and  from  Mr.  Dean ;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Ehrijchman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Going  back  to  that,  that  assignment  of  investiga- 
tion of  the  Watergate  to  Dean,  and  now  I  am  not  talking  about  June- 
Julv,  I  am  talking  about  February  of  this  year;  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  think  Dean  talked  to  the  President  on  February  27. 
^MjJJ^jjgLiCHMAN.  That  is  right. 

Senator^C^RNET.  And  in  that  conversation  with  the  President,  the 


President  assigned  the  investigation  of  Watergate,  at  least  that  cur- 
rent phase  of  it,  to  Dean.  As  I  recall,  he  said  that  he  wanted  Dean  to 
report  directly  to  him.  He  also  said  that  it  was  taking  up  too  much  of 
your  time  anii  also  Haldeman's  time.  Was  that  ever  discussed  with 
vou  or  with  Haldeman,  the  President's  decision  to  have  Dean  now 
become  the  chief  investigator  of  Watergate,  February  27? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjlan.  Yes,  Senator,  except  chief  investigator,  I  think, 
is  slisrhtly  off  the  track.  The  preoccupation  at  that  time,  as  far  as  the 
President  was  concerned,  was  not  in  an  investicration  of  the  facts  as 
nearly  as  it  was  to  get  some  one  person  in  the  White  House  who  was 
going  to  look  after  a  number  of  existing  problems  with  relation  to 
this  whole  subject  matter  and  they  were  primarily  the  problems  of 
executive  privilege  and  separation  of  powers  as  he  saw  it  then,  not  a 
question  of  who  done  it. 

So  rather  soon  after  this  meeting  we  had  at  La  Oosta  which  was, 
incidentally,  the  meeting  was  the  result  of  the  President  saying,  "Who 
is  in  charge  and  what  plans  are  being  made  and  how  is  the  work 
coming?" 

^^SenatoTT^KNET.  And  this  came  at  about  the  time  this  committee 
was  created;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  is  right;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Concern  about  what  to  do  about  the  investigation 
of  the  committee,  how  to  respond  to  it? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  certainly  part  of  it. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Coming  out  of  that  session,  as  a  result  of  our 
report  back  to  him  that  the  work  was  largely  undone,  that  a  tremen- 
dous amount  of  work  was  left  to  be  done  in  terms  of  developing  the 
administration's  position  on  executive  privilege  and  attorney-client 
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in-rs  of  the  ineetintrs  in  the  President's  Office  or  of  tlie  President's 
phone  calls. 

The  President  did  not  open  the  meeting  of  September  15  with  the 
statement  that,  "Bob  has  kept  me  posted  on  your  handling  of  the 
Watergate,"  or  anything  even  remotely  resembling  that.  He  said,  '"Hi, 
this  •Ni'as  quite  a  day,  you've  got  W;itergate  on  tlie  way,"  or  something 
to  that  effect.  Dean  responded  that  it  had  been  quite  a  3  months  and 
reported  to  the  President  on  how  the  press  was  handling  the  indict- 
ments and,  apparently,  a  Clark  MacGregor  press  conference. 

The  discussion  then  covered  the  matter  of  the  new  bug  that  had  re- 
cently been  discovered  in  the  Democratic  National  Committee  head- 
quarters and  the  question  of  whether  it  had  been  planted  by  the  DNC 
and  the  matter  of  ilr.  Nixon's  campaign  being  bugged  in  196S  and 
some  discussion  of  whether  to  try  to  get  out  evidence  of  that.  There 
was  some  discussion  about  Judge  Kichey  hearing  the  civil  case  and  a 
comment  that  he  would  keep  Roemer  McPhee  abreast  of  what  was 
happening.  I  don't  recall  any  comment  about  the  judge  trying  to  ac- 
commodate Dean's  hopes  of  slowing  down  the  suit,  but  there  was  some 
discussion  about  the  problem  of  the  civil  case  depositions  interfering 
with  the  criminal  prosecution — apparently  as  a  result  of  a  conversa- 
tion between  Judge  Richey  and  Assistant  U.S.  Attorney  Silbert. 

Dean  indicated  that  the  indictments  meant  the  end  of  the  investiga- 
tion by  the  grand  jury  and  now  there  would  be  the  GAO  audit  and 
some  congressional  inquiries,  such  as  the  Patman  committee,  but  he 
assured  the  President  that  nothing  would  come  out  to  surprise  us.  In 
other  words,  there  was  apparently  no  information  that  would  be  harm- 
ful that  had  not  been  uncovered  already.  The  President  did  at  that 
point  commend  Dean  for  his  handling  of  the  whole  "Watergate  matter, 
which  was  a  perfectly  natural  thing  for  him  to  do.  Dean  reported  that 
he  was  keeping  a  close  eye  on  possible  campaign  law  violations  by  the 
opposition;  said  there  were  some  problems  of  bitterness  at  the  reelec- 
tion committee  between  the  finance  committee  and  political  groups; 
and  said  he  was  trying  to  keep  notes  on  people  who  were  emerging  out 
of  all  this  that  were  clearly  not  our  friends. 

There  was,  as  j\Ir.  Dean  has  indicated,  quite  a  lengthy  discussion  of 
the  Patman  hearings  and  the  various  factors  involved  in  that.  There 
was  some  discussion  of  the  reluctance  of  the  IRS  to  follow  up  on  com- 
plaints of  possible  violations  against  people  who  were  supporting  our 
opponents  because  there  are  so  many  Democrats  in  the  IRS  bureauc- 
racy that  they  won't  take  any  action. 

There  was  a  discussion  of  cleaning  house  after  the  election,  moving 
quickly  to  replace  people  at  all  levels  of  the  Government.  The  meeting 
closed,  as  I  recall,  with  a  fairly  long  philosophical  discussion. 

I  totally  disagree  with  the  conclusion  that  the  President  was  aware 
of  any  type  of  coverup  and  certainly  Mr.  Dean  did  not  advise  him  of 
it  at  the  September  15  meeting. 


SEXATE    COMMITTEE 


Un  l<'ebruary  7,  1973,  the  Watergate  case  moved  into  a  new  phase 
with  the  establishment  of  the  Senate  Select  Committee.  The  announce- 
ment of  the  plans  for  the  Senate  probe  was  the  reason  for  holding  a 
weekend  meeting,  Februarj'  10  and  11,  in  southern  California  with  Mr. 
Ehrlichman,  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  Moore,  and  myself.  These  meetings  have 
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been  fhorou-hlj  reported  and  I  would  concur  iu  Mr.  Moore's  descrip- 
tion of  tlicm  as  sort  of  brainstorming  sessions  repardiuff  the.  whole 
range  of  questions  of  strategy  regarding  the  Sen.ate  hearings,  a  revie.v 
of  possible  problems,  and  general  discussion  of  how  to  deal  with  a 
lunuber  of  new  taotors.  *>  n  a  a, 

It  was  obvious  that  the  Senate  hearings  would  generate  massive  nub- 
hcity  In  caJmgand  hearing  a  ^ride.  range  of  witnesses  one  at  a  time 
on  national  television  there  would  be  a  lot  of  charges  and  hearsay  with 
<>  opportunity  to  answer  them,  in  the  same  ne^^^s  cycle  at  least,  and 
there  was  ot  coui-se  the  real  concern  that  the  committee  hearinrrs  mio-ht 
evolve  into  a  very  partisan  exercise.  "^ 

nnd'nf^l  T^  ""  freewheeling  discussion  of  these  various  possibilities 

coimreSem"  '''^''  '"    '"''"'  °^^  '"'"'^  ^°  ^^"^'^  "^^^  ^''''"^  °^ 

h  J  ^,'j\\\f  ^^''-  ^'f "."'  !:^*,ff'^f^pent  to  the  committee  has,  in  a  num- 
ber ot  instances,  substantially  misinterpreted  the  intent  or  implica- 
tions of  things  that  might  have  been  said  at  the  meetin<r  ^ 

Also  I  believe  he  has  overlooked  one  of  the  princTpal  purposes  of 
the  meeting,  which  was  a  d  scussion  at  great  length  of  how  to  de4lop 
some  way  to  learn  the  entire  Watergate  story-including  the  othe?  , 
actmties  that  were  by  then  bunched  together  as  Water-are-and  S 
It  out  m  Its  totality  and  accurately.  Thil  was  considored^a.s  one  of  tlio 
best  ways  to  counteract  the  potential  of  advei-se  publicity  arisino  from 
a.  drawn-out  public  hearing.  The  feeling  was  that  putting  alfof  the 
facts  out,  in  one  place,  at  one  time,  would  give  the  AmerTcan  neonle 
a  more  accurate  picture  of  the  truth  than  would  the  drawn  ou^p^rocSs 
of  hearing  one  witne&s  at  a  time  over  an  extended  period 

Another  objective,  which  was  the  President's  objective,  was  to 
try  to  work  out  ways  and  means  by  which  the  facts  of  Watergate  or 
any  testimony  that  could  be  provided  by  anybody  in  the  Whte  House 
cil  b^n''-''  knowledge,  which  would  be  of  interest  to  this  commiUee 
could  be  pro^aded  in  the  most  complete  form  but  without  getting,  into 
the,  problem  of  the  separation  of  powers  and  executive  prh-ile-e 
T  nm  .T^/  -pIY  *^^'^"ission  of  the  question  of  raising  money,  but 

I  am  sure  that,  if  there  were  any,  it  was  in  the  form  that  Mr.  Moore 
described ;  that  is,  a  very  incidental  item  occupying  only  a  few  minutes 
in  a  series  of  meetings,  that  lasted  for  many  hourl.  It  las  not^  prin 
cipal  point  of  discussion.  There  was  no  discussion  of  a  covemp  of 
Waterp-ate  durin.»r  these  meetings.  ^ 

,J;'",'  i;"J  "^^«  evidence  as  exhibit  Xo.  3^4*  an  agenda  he  says  was 
reqiK;.led  by  me  for  a  meeting  with  the  President  as  a  followup  to 
La  Costa  on  February  19  or  20.  He  seems  to  feel  that  this  is  a  lery 
signihcant  document  that  is  self-explanatory  as  evidence  of  a  continu- 
ing coverup.  I  completely  fail  to  see  it  that  way. 

Rnl-Pr'wiH^Ti,^''^  '^''?'  T  *¥  ''^g-'-n^^-  First,  a  meeting  of  Senator 
jSiZ  r}  ^^^  President  which,  it  was  my  understanding  Senator 
Baker  had  requested,  and  which  seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  natural 
as  one  step  to  be  taken  in  working  out  the  various  problems  resarding 
White  House  staff  appearances  at  the  Senate  committee  hearings,  efc 
cetera.  Second,  the  question  of  submitting  .Maurice  Stans'  name  for 
conhrmation  to  the  teenate  f  or  a  post  requiring  such  confirmation.  This 
was  a  step  designed  to  deal  with  two  questions,  first  to  give  Mr.  Stans 


•See  Book-  3,  p.  1213. 
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Second,  even  if  he  did  express  himself  clearly,  the  man  yho  heard 
may  have  put  a  different  interpretation  on  the  words  than  did  the  man 
■who  spoke  them.  The  chairman's  reminder  is  wise  and  sound  and  1 
would  recommend,  if  I  may,  with  all  respect,  :Mr.  Chairman,  that  that 
sound  principle  should  be  known  as  "Ervin's  law." 

In  December— and  there  is  a  typo  here;  it  shonld  be  1972 — and 
January  1973,  I  was  primarily  involved  with  inaugural  matters  and 
can  recall  no  direct  meetings  or  consultations  with  regard  to  the 
Watergate  or  related  matters\mtil  February  6.  On  that  day  I  attended 
a  meeting  in  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  office  to  discuss  our  legislative  position 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  resolution  creating  this  select  committee. 
Except  for  the  discussion  at  this  meeting,  I  knew  of  no  other  planning 
or  preparation  that  had  been  going  on  with  regard  to  these  hearings. 
Within  the  White  House,  I  was  a  critic  of  this  lack  of  preparation. 

This  may  explain  why  I  was  called  to  the  meetings  in  California 
on  February  10  and  11.  I  had  been  home  with  intestinal  flu  for  2  days 
and  had  been  planning  to  take  the  weekend  off  and  had  reservations 
for  my  wife  and  family  at  the  Greenbrier  for  the  long  weekend  of 
February  9  to  12.  But  late  on  the  afternoon  of  February  9,  Mr.  Dean 
called  me  at  home  to  say  that  we  were  both  asked  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman 
to  meet  with  Mr.  Haldeman  and  himself  in  San  Clemente  on  February 
10  to  discuss  the  forthcoming  Senate  hearings.  I,  therefore,  took  my 
famil^indbaggage  to  the  Far  West  instead  of  South. 
^TSTrTCean*  and  I  met  on  Saturday,  February  10,  1973,  at  San 
Clemente  with  Messrs.  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  in  Mr.  Ehrlich- 
man's office  from  10:30  or  11  in  the  morning  until  3  or  4  in  the  after- 
noon. On  Sunday,  we  went  to  Mr.  Haldeman's  cottage  at  La  Costa. 

All  four  of  us  were  present  for  the  majority  of  the  time.  One  or 
more  of  us  would  leave  the  group  on  occasion  to  make  a  telephone 
call  or  to  perform  some  other  function.  Summarizing  these  meetings 
is  difficult  because  they  involved  about  8  hours  of  conversation,  with 
none  of  the  participants  adhering  to  any  strict  agenda.  In  addition,  the 
many  things  that  were  said  during  these  sessions  were  heard  by  any- 
where from  two  to  four  people — depending  on  who  was  absent  at  the 
moment — each  person  with  a  different  background  or  degree  of  knowl- 
edge or  point  of  view.  It  was  a  situation,  if  you  will,  where  Ervin's 
law  applied  to  the  fourth  power.  With  that  prelude,  let  me  now  give 
you  my  best  recollection  of  what  transpired  while  I  was  present. 

At  the  outset  Mr.  Ehrlichman  or  Mr.  Hakleman — and  parentheti- 
cally, I  sometimes  find  it  hard  to  recall  which  was  which — asked  Mr. 
Dean  and  me  what  we  had  been  doing  to  prepare  for  the  hearings. 
The  answer  was  nothing.  The  focus  of  these  hearings,  they  said,  would 
be  the  activities  of  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President,  and  it 
vould  be  the  committee  that  would  have  the  primary  responsibility 
for  the  defense.  Had  we  had  any  discussions  or,  as  they  put  it,  any 
input,  from  John  Mitchell  ?  The  answer  was  "No."  Either  Mr.  Halde- 
man or  Ehrlichman  then  said  that  in  that  case,  Dick  Moore  ought  to 
sit  down  with  John  Mitchell  as  soon  as  he  could  and  fill  him  in  on  the 
things  that  we  discuss  here  and  get  Mr.  Mitchell  actively  interested — 
he  is  the  only  one  who  could  give  real  leadership  to  the  people  at  the 
committee. 

Either  HaMeman  or  Ehrlichman  then  suggested  that  Mr.  Dean 
be  the  White  House  coordinator  for  the  hearing,  and  that  I  hold 
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mysdf  available  to  advise  him.  I  suggestccl  that  the  TVliite  House  have 
a  wnter-spokesmau  who  could  issue  statements  or  go  on  television  if 
necessary,  to  reply  quickly  to  testimonv  or  commentary  that  ^vas 

wTr  «°.'  I  '^"^-  ^^'-  ^'''^'  ^  ^'^'^'''^  suggested  that  Pat  Buchanan 
oe  this  spokesman. 

The  mi-ecing  chen  turned  to  a  discussion  of  our  relationship  with 
the  minority  members  of  the  committee.  It  was  pointed  out  that  in 
an  oixlinary  hearing  there  is  an  open  relationship  between  the  "Wliite 
House  and  the  committee  leadership  of  the  same  party,  and  the  White 
House  has  a  perfectly  proper  role  in  presenting  its  views  to  the  mem- 
bers afthated  with  its  party  on  the  particular  committee.  No  one  in 
the  group  had  any  iirm  view  as  to  .vhat  was  appropriate  here,  but 
the  general  feeling  was  that  since  this  was  in  effect  an  investiga- 
tion of  the  administration,  the  normal  relationship  might  not  applv 
and  we  probably  shou  d  maintain  an  arm's-length  anproach  even 
to  the  Eepnblican  mc-mbers.  In  any  event,  it  was  agreed  that  Wally 
Johnson,  then  of  the  M'hite  House  Congressionaf  Relations  Staff 
would  be  made  avadable  for  whatever  liaison  with  the  committee 
miglit  be  appropriate. 

Early  in  the  discussions.  :\Ir.  Ehrlichman  made  it  clear  that  the 
i  resident  wanted  our  position  in  the  hearings  to  be  one  of  full  co- 
operation, siib.iect  only  to  the  doctrine  of  separation  of  powers.  It 
was  agreed  it  would  be  important  to  work  out  a  statement  on  execu- 
tive prmlege  (the  President  had  recently  promised  the  press  he  would 
clo  til  s)  that  would  enable  us  to  cooperate  and  supply  the  informa- 
tion that  the  committee  wanted.  It  is  my  recollection  that  at  this  time 
the  question  whether  Presidential  advisers  would  be  permitted  to 
appear  was  still  unresolved,  although  the  consensus  was  that  appear- 
ances^ should  be  permitted  where  the  subject  matter  did  not  relate 
to  their  oflicial  duties  for  the  President 

wn^ir"?''S''"i'"7'  'ST^  ?^.*^?  '"""''^^  ^"^t  ^e^e  discussed  here  clearly 
would  not  relate  to  ofhcial  duties. 

There  was  as  I  have  said,  no  prepared  sequence  to  our  discussions, 
and  I  cannot  recall  all  the  other  subjects  we  discussed.  I  do  recall  a 
discussion  about  putting  out  a  TATiite  House  statement  in  advance  of 
ciie  hearings  setting  forth  all  the  known  facts  about  the  Watergate 
epismle.  It  was  a^so  agreed  that  more  manpower  would  be  needed  bv 
the  Committee  To  Pe-Elect  the  President-possiblv  in  the  form  S 
young  Javvyers  and  researchers  to  review  each  day's  testimony  and 
MrSheli        '■  ''""'  ''"'°""  *^'  '^'"''  ^  '"Sreid  to  discuss  with 

Mr.  Dean  of  course,  has  testified  about  a  discussion  of  money.  His 
recollection  .  i^ers  from  mine,  and  again  illustrates  the  prineipleVhich 
I  liave  called  Ervin  s  law.  The  brief  mention  of  money  made  at  this 
meeting  inav  have  had  a  very  different  significance  to  a  person  with 
Mr.  Dean  s  knowledge  of  the  circumstances  than  it  had  to  a  person  with 
my  lack  of  knowledge.  Mv  recollection  on  that  subject  is  as  follows- 
Ihe  subject  came  up,  I  believe,  on  the  second  day  at  the  hotel  In  the 
context  of  a  discussion  of  the  litigation  in  which  the  committee  was 
then  involved  John  Dean,  in  a  sort  of  by-the-way  reference,  said  he 
had  been  told  by  the  lawvers-and  I  tliink  that  wns  the  way  he  put 
U,  out  1  cannot  be  precise  about  his  language— that  they  may  be 
needing  some  more  money,  and  did  we  have  any  ideas?  Som'eone  said 
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isn't  that  something  that  Jolin  Mitchell  ini<rht  luinfllc  with  his  rich 
Xcw  York  frieiuls.  It  was  sug'geste<l  that  since  I  would  be  meeting 
witli  ilr.  Mitchell  I  should  mentinn  this  when  I  saw  him  ami  I  said 
I  would. 

As  I  hjok  bac'c  now,  of  course,  with  the  knowledge  I  subsequently 
began  acquiring  in  the  latter  part  of  March,  Mr.  Dean's  reference  to 
a  need  foi-  money  might  well  have  stimulated  some  further  inquiries 
on  my  part  at  La  Costa.  But  I  did  not  ha\e  that  knowledge  on  February 
11 — at  that  point  I  knew  notiiing  about  any  prior  payments  to  any 
defendants  or  their  counsel — and  no  one  else  at  the  meeting  went 
into  any  details,  at  least  in  my  presence.  Moreover,  I  had  served  for 
a  year  as  special  assistant  to  Mr.  Mitchell  at  the  Department  of  Justice, 
and  I  know  him  well.  I  was  certain  that  he  wasn't  about  to  be  pro- 
gramed into  becoming  a  fundraiser  by  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr. 
Ehrlichman,  and  I  anticipated  that  Mitchell's  answer  would  be  no,  as 
it  turned  out  to  be. 

We  discussed  several  other  matters  and  the  meeting  ended,  as  I 
recall,  with  Ehrlichman  asking  me  about  my  draft  of  the  statement 
on  executive  privilege.  He  indicated  that  he  would  like  a  revised  report 
to  be  prepared  and  cleared  for  review  by  the  President  on  the  flight 
east,  the  next  day.  At  sometime  during  or  just  after  the  Sunday  meet- 
ing, I  called  my  secretary  in  Washington  and  dictated  some  changes  in 
the  statement  to  be  cleared  among  those  in  Washington  who  were  work- 
ing on  the  draft. 

Mr.  Dean  has  testified  that  we  left  the  meeting  together  and  that  he 
had  a  conversation  with  me  at  whicli  time  he  cautioned  me  against 
conveying  this  fund  raising  request  when  I  saw  IVfr.  Mitchell.  I  have 
absolutely  no  recollection  of  any  such  conversation  and  I  am  convinced 
it  never  took  place. 

I  returned  to  my  office  in  Washington  on  February  1.3.  and  tele- 
phoned Mr.  Mitchell  to  inquire  whether  he  had  any  immediate  plans 
to  be  in  Washington.  He  said  he  did  not,  and  I  said  I  needed  2  or  3 
hours  with  him  to  tell  him  about  the  meetings  in  California.  He  sug- 
gested that  I  come  to  New  York  and  we  could  take  as  much  time  as 
we  needed.  On  February  15,  I  took  a  morning  shuttle  to  New  York, 
went  to  Mr.  Mitchell's  office,  visited  briefly  before  lunch,  and  after 
lunch  we  had  a  discussion  about  the  California  meetings  and  the  up- 
coming hearings. 

Ivnowing  Mr.  Mitchell  as  I  do,  I  felt  there  were  several  points 
where  he  would  resist  being  "programed"  by  the  "Wliite  House  staff, 
as  T  mentioned  earlier,  and  I  elected  to  get  those  out  of  the  way  at  the 
start.  At  the  beginning  of  our  discussion  I  said  something  like  this: 
"Well,  you  will  be  glad  to  know  that  the  group  in  San  Clemente 
thinks  you  should  be  taking  a  more  active  interest  in  the  Ervin  hear- 
ings." I  had  a  somewhat  blunt  reply,  such  as,  tiiank  you,  and  as  you 
know,  I  am  indeed  interested  and,  I  may  be  a  star  witness.  I  told 
him  it  was  suggested  that  it  would  be  most  helpful  if  he  could  spend 
part  of  each  week  in  his  law  firm's  Washington  office.  He  made  a 
chilly  reply  that  he  would  come  to  Washington  whenever  he  felt  it 
necessary.  Then  I  said  something  to  the  effect  that  I  didn't  know  what 
it  was  all  about  but  that  it  had  been  suggested  that  the  committee 
lawyers  might  be  needinj^  more  money  and  that  his  ^Vliite  House 
friends  had  nominated  him  for  the  honor  of  being  a  fundraiser.  I 
don't  remember  his  exact  words,  but  I  believe  he  said  something  like 
"Tell  them  to  get  lost." 
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during  that  period  of  time?  I  mean,  you  were  talking  with  him  on  a 
continuous  basis  about  campaign  matters  to  start  with. 

^Iv.  IMiTCTiErx.  I  would  believe  I  could  answer  that  ^h:  Thompson 
by  saying  that  if  I  had  any  suspicion  of  it  I  would  certainly  have 
pursued  it,  yes. 

Mr.  Ttio^ipson-.  All  riofht,  sir. 

So  any  reference  to  Mr.  Colson  then,  from  what  I  can  gather  at  this 
particular  time,  simply  goes  back  to  what  ^Nlagruders  testimony  was 
concerning  who  might  have  been  pushing  him.  Would  that  be  an 
accurate  statement? 

Mr.  JTiTCfTF.LL.  Well,  it  also  goes  to  the  point  where  I  believe  I  have 
just  i-ecentlv  testified  here  within  the  last  number  of  minutes  of  the 
fact  that  Mr.  LaRue  mentioned  the  snbie<"t  matter  to  me  in  this  year. 

Mr.  TiioMPsox.  i\fr.  Mitchell,  on  the  night  of  June  17,  1972,  did  you 
have  a  conversation  with  Pat  Gray  ? 

I\Ir.  Mitchell.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  Did  you  see  him  at  any  time  during  that  day  or 
night? 

Mr.  MiTCTTELL.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  TirorpsoN.  "When  was  the  first  time  you  saw  Pat  Gray  after 
June  17,1972? 

Mr.  ^Mitchell.  I  do  not  believe  I  have  se^n  him  since  June  17. 

Mr.  Tfuojipsox.  Let  me  ask  you  to  relate  briefly  tons 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Ry  the  way,  Mr.  Thompson,  you  asked  about  June  17. 
All  of  these  specs  stories  in  the  newspapers  put  it  the  following  day 
on  the  18th.  which  was  the  Sunday,  not  the  I7th.  And  my  answer  is  no 
tothatcjuestion,  too. 

jNlrTTiioMPSO?^.  I  was  interested  in  the  17th  only.  Let  me  ask  you  to 
refer  back  to  Februarv  15  of  this  vear.  As  I  understand  it.  Mr. 
Richard  iloore  came  to  you  and  visited  you  and  had  a  conversation 
with  you  in  New  York,  is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mitotiell.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Co\dd  you  relate  to  us  briefly  the  substance  of  that 
conversation? 

Mr.  ]\IiTriiELL.  The  subject,  ceneral  subject  matter  other  than  the 
one  that  ]Mr.  Dash  has  touched  upon  here,  had  to  do  with  the  Ervin 
committee,  this  commiUee,  the  Select  Committee,  its  activities,  as  how 
to  some  extent  the  "WTiite  House  was  goin^  to  respond  and  how  the 
Committee  for  the  Re-Klection  of  the  President  and  their  personnel 
were  to  be  handled.  I  think  he  carried  with  him  a  suggestion  that  it 
would  be  nice  if  I  would  movp  back  to  Washington  and  help  with 
the  personnel  who  were,  from  the  Committee  for  the  Re-Election  of 
the  President,  who  were  going  to  appear  before  this  committee.  I 
thanked  him  verv  much  and  declined  the  suggestion.  We  crot  into  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  I  would  be  interested  in  helping  to  raise 
support  money.  I  did  not  thank  him  for  that  but  I  declined  anyway. 
We  discussed  a  niimber  of  other  areas  ^nth  respect  to  the  committee 
and  its  proposed  staff  and,  as  T  recall,  the  question  again  of  executive 
privilege  which  was  always  being  discussed,  general  approach  to  the 
subject. 

Mr.  Thompson.  I^et  me  ask  you  to  recall  as  specifically  as  you  can 
exactly  what  he  said  to  you  concerning  money. 
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Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  I  can  reniembei-  the  specific 
phrase  but  there  is  one  thought  that  sticks  in  my  mind  which  may  or 
may  not  be  the  exact  words  but  it  was  something  to  the  effect,  "You 
woidd  not  be  interested  in  lielping  raise  nioney  in  connection  with 
these  activities,  would  your'  It  was  more  of  a  question  than  it  was  a 
plea,  and  my  answer  to  that  was  negative. 

jSIr.  TuoMrsox.  Wluit  activities  ^ 

i\Ir.  iliTCiiELL.  The  activities,  the  payment  for  the  support  and  the 
legal  fees  of  the  people  that  were  involved  in  the  Watergate. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  Did  he  specifically  mention  support  for  the  people 
involved  in  the  Watergate? 

Mr.  JIiTCHELL.  Well,  this  was  the  general  tenor  of  the  subject  mat- 
ter, yes. 

i\Ir.  TiiOMPSox.  Did  you  have  any  talk  about — ■ — 

Mr.  iNIrrciiELL.  Or  at  least  I  understood  when  he  talked  about  rais- 
ing funds  that  this  is  what  they  were  talking  about. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  That  is  the  way  you  received  it  from  your  end  of 
the  convei-sation  ? 

Mr.  ^Mitchell.  Yes  sir. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  Did  you  also  discuss  the  Committee  to  Re-Elect,  how 
the  Committee  to  Re-Elect  was  going  to  function  from  then  on? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  I  covered  that  generally  in  my  answer.  It  was 
discussed  to  the  point  that  there  would  be  people  coming  up  here  to 
testify,  that  if  they  would  be  needing  counsel,  counsel  would  be  need- 
ing the  backup  of  the  documentation  which  was  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  TiiOMPsox.  Did  you  also  discuss  additional  staffing? 

jNIr.  Mitchell.  I  think  the  additional  staffing  was  discussed  in  con- 
nection with  the  other  aspects  of  the  litigation  but  there  was  the  dis- 
cussion that  the  lawyers,  and  I  am  talking  about  Mr.  Parlcinson  and 
Mr.  O'Brien,  who  had  been  doing  legal  work  for  the  committee  would 
be  examining  this  area  of  the  subject  matter  of  the  people  from  the 
committee  who  were  coming  up  here  to  testify,  and  it  was  conceivable 
that  they  would  need  additional  assistance. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  Additional  lawyers  would  be  employed  by  the 
committee  ? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  I  think,  ilr.  Thompson,  it  went  both  to  the  poten- 
tial of  additional  lawyers  as  well  as  clerical  or  staff  help  to  take  care 
of  providing  for  the  documentation  that  might  be  required  in  con- 
nection with  it. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  Were  there  any  other  matters  which  you  discussed 
there  that  would  possibly  require  money  or  any  additional  money, 
where  money  considerations  might  be  involved  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  don't 

Mr.  Tho3ipsox".  In  other  words,  what  you  have  mentioned  so  far 
did  it  involve  that? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  dbn't  recall,  ilr.  Thompson  because  it  seems  to  me 
that  one  thing  that  the  Committee  foi-  the  Re-Election  of  the  President 
has  or  at  least  the  finance  committee  has  had  plenty  of  money. 

Mr.  Thojipsox.  All  right,  sir. 

Are  you  firm  in  your  own  mind  that  Mr.  ilooro,  from  what  he  said 
to  you,  in  the  words  that  he  used,  referred  specifically  to  support 
money  for  defendants  or  in  retrospect  would  you  say  that  is  the  way 
that  you  took  it  ? 
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Mr.  MiTCHEix.  That  is  the  way  I  took  it.  Because,  as  I  say,  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection  it  was  a  very  brief,  almost  an  aside  "Would 
you  be  interested  in  raising  anj'  more  monej'"  and  the  answer  was 
negative,  and 

Mr.  Thompson.  Raising  any  more  money  ? 

Mr.  iliTcnKLu  Well,  I  think  T  had  better  drop  the  "more"  since  T 
hadn't  raised  any  up  to  that  time.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Mr.  Thompson.  You  had  not  raised  any  money  up  until  that  time? 

Mr.  Mttcheu,.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Tnotpsox.  Was  the  talk  of  the  money  the  major  focus  of  the 
conversation  or  did  it  receive  equal  consideration  in  your  conversation 
or  was  it  a  minor  part  of  the  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  A  very  minor.  As  I  mentioned  before,  I  described  it 
as  almost  an  aside  and  I  think  that  is  a  proper  terminology  for  the 
way  in  which  it  was  put. 


i\lr.  iiiOMPSox.  Just  one  more  question  or  small  line  of  questions, 
Mr.  Mitchell,  and  I  think  this  should  be  asked.  If  my  memory  serves 
me  correctlv,  newspaper  reports  were  that  on  one  occasion  fairly  re- 
cently, I  believe  in  a  telephone  conversation  you  had  with  a  columnist, 
you  indicated  that  you  were  not  going  to  be  the  fall  guy  in  this  thing. 
Was  that  an  accurate  report  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  It  most  assuredly  was  not.  I  think  vou  are  quoting 
the  other  side,  of  the  distaff  side  of  the  Mitchell  family,  not  me. 

Mr.  Thompson.  You  didn't  take  the  telephone  and  verify  that  fact 
then? 

Mr.  IMiTciiELL.  I  did  not  what  ? 

Mr.  Thompson.  You  did  not  take  the  telephone  yourself  after  that 
comment  was  made  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  took  the  telephone  to  try  to  terminate  the  conver- 
sation, not  to  perpetrate  it. 

Mr.  TnojrpsoN.  AH  right,  sir. 

Mr.  Mitchell,  have  you  requested  immunity  for  your  appearance 
hero  today  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No. 

Mr.  Thompson.  And  of  course,  have  received  none,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Thompson. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Mitchell. 

Senator  Ervin.  Any  further  questions  from  any  member  of  the  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  ISIitchell,  on  behalf  of  the  committee  I  wish  to  thank  you  for 
the  e.xtreme  patience  which  you  have  manifested  in  what  was  neces- 
sarily a  very  trying  ordeal. 

Mr.  Mitchell,  ilr.  Chairman,  if  I  might  respond  just  briefly,  I 
certainly  want  to,  and  I  am  sure  my  counsel  do  likewise,  thank  the 
committee  and  certainly  the  staff  for  the  many  courtesies  that  have 
been  extended  to  us  which  have  made  the  coming  and  going  in  the  in- 
termissions, and  so  forth  much,  much  easier  than  they  might  have  been 
otherwise,  and  wo  are  quite  appreciative  of  it.  We  appreciate  it. 

Senator  Ervin.  Thank  you,  sir. 

Mr.  Hundley.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Senator  Ervin.  On  behalf  of  the  committee  I  wish  to  make  certain 
announcements. 
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44.       On  or  about  February  14,  1973  Magruder  met  with  Haldeman  and 
discussed  Magruder 's  possible  future  employment.  Prior  to  this  meeting 
Hugh  Sloan  had  told  John  Dean  that  because  of  Jeb  Magruder 's  suggestion 
to  Sloan  in  June  1972  that  Sloan  perjure  himself  regarding  the  funds 
paid  to  Gordon  Liddy  by  CRP,  Sloan  would  testify  against  Magruder  if 
Magruder  should  be  nominated  for  a  high  government  office .  On  or  about 
February  19,  1973  Dean  met  with  Haldeman,  and  he  thereafter  drew  up  an 
agenda  of  matters  to  be  discussed  and  resolved  at  a  meeting  between 
Haldeman  and  the  President.  In  that  agenda  it  was  stated  that  Magruder 
wanted  to  return  to  the  White  House;  that  Magruder  "may  be  vulnerable 
(Sloan)  until  Senate  hearings  are  completed;"  and  that  Magruder 
"personally  is  prepared  to  withstand  confirmation  hearings."  On  February 
23,  1973  Sloan  met  with  Haldeman.  According  to  Sloan,  Haldeman  told 
Sloan  that  no  individual  who  had  become  a  prominent  figure  in  the 
Watergate  matter  would  be  placed  in  a  high  government  position.   On  March 
2,  1973  Magruder  met  with  Haldeman  and  Dean.  At  this  meeting  Magruder  was 
offered  and  subsequently  accepted  the  position  of  Deputy  Under-Secretary 
of  Commerce  for  Policy  Development,  a  Level  IV  government  position  carrying 
an  annual  salary  of  $36,000. 
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.  McCord  was  involved.  It  would  have  been  at  some  point  after  that 
meeting:  with  Mr.  Liddy. 

Mr.  D.\3H.  On  or  about  June  21  or  22  did  you  have  a  conversatioa 
with  Mr.  Magruder? 
Mr.  Slo.\n.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  D.iSH.  Could  you  briefly  tell  the  committee  what  that  con- 
versation was  about? 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  forget  all  of  the  circumstances  surrounding  it.  I  am 
not  positive  on  the  dates  but  to  the  best  of  mv  recollection,  Tiiis  would 
oe  the  general  time  frame,  the  time  period.  I  forget,  I  believe  he 
called  me  to  his  office.  He  indicated  to  me  that  we  are  going  to  have 
tp — °^  suggested  to  me  a  figure  of  what  I  had  given  to  "Mr.  Liddy  in 
the  range  of  somewhere  575,000  to  SSO.OOO.  I  do  not  believe  at  that 
point  m  time  I  had  prepared  a  summary  of  the  figures  so  I  did  not  know 
the  precise  amount  of  money  that  I  had  given  to  Mr.  Liddv  at  that 
Po^t.  However,  I  did  know  that  the  sum  was  considerably  larger  than 
that  because  Mr.  Magruder  himself  had  authorized  a  pa\-ment  for 
883,000  in  one  single  installment. 

I  must  have  indicated  to  him,  well,  that  just  is  not  the  rio-ht  figure 
I  did  not  have  the  right  figure,  but  that  is  too  low.  He  indicated  to  me 
at  that  time  that  I  said  to  him,  he  must  have  been  insistent  because  I 
remenaber  making  to  him  on  that  occasion  a  statement  I  have  no 
mteution  of  perjuring  myself. 

Mr.  D.^sH.  WTiat  did  he  say  to  you  when  you  said  that? 
.    Mr.  SLO.A.N.  He  said  you  may  have  to. 

Mr.DASH.  Did  you  have  shortly  after,  either  on  that  day  or  anv  day 
following,  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Fred  LaRue? 
Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  was  Fred  LaRue  at  that  time? 
Mr.  Sloan.  He  was  a  special  assistant  to  Mr,  Mitchell,  who  was  the 
campaim  director  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  just  briefly  give  us  the  content  of  that 
conversation? 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  beheve  by  that  point  in  that  time  there  was  a  general 
awareness  within   the  campaign   that  an  internal  investisation  was 
going  on  and  that  Mr.  LaRue  was  conducting  it  in  behalf  of  Mr 
Mitchell. 

At  that  meeting  we  discussed,  I  believe,  in  general  terms,  and  ao-ain 
my  recollection,  if  the  timing  is  right,  I  would  not  have  the  right  figure, 
we  were  just  generally  discussing  figures  cash  problems  and  he 
specifically  mentioned,  he  asked  me  whether  I  received  a  S50  000 
contribution  from  Mr.  Porter  and  I  said  I  had,  and  he  said,  and  'this 
would  be  after  April  7,  he  said  what  have  vou  (tone  with  it?  I  said  I  have 
done  nothing  because  I  do  not  know  who  it  is  ironi.  I  am  waitin>>  for 
Mr.  Porter  to  give  me  the  uiformation.  He  calltrJ  in  Mr.  Porter\nd 
this  was  in  the  conte.xt  of  there  is  going  to  be  an  e?-temal  investigation. 
are  there  any  remaining  problems,  things  that  coui.i  be  embarras'sin'J-?  I 
was  recounting  to  him  there  were  certain  funds  we  did  not  have'^in- 
formatioii  on,  we  liad  done  nothing.  He  called  Mr.  Porter  m  and  asked 
him  about  it  ajui  .Mr.  Porter  said  he  did  not  kiuv.v.  it  came  through  an 
attorney  m  Washington,  they  did  not  want  to  bo  known,  it  was  an 
anon>iiious  contribution. 
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Senator  Gurney.  First  of  all,  did  you  talk  to  him  at  all  when  you 
were  with  the  committee? 

Mr.  Sloax.  In  earlier  i)eriods  \\"ith  regard  to  advice  on  campaign 
law,  particularly  the  old  Corrupt  Practices  Act,  prior  to  the  time  we 
had  a  full-time  counsel  with  our  committee. 

Senator  Gurn'ey.  I  see. 

Now,  then,  go  on  about  the  other  occasions. 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  do  not  believe  I  had  any  other  regular  contact  with 
him  other  than  that  context  while  I  was  at  the  finance  conmiittee. 
When  I  left,  I  saw  him  the  day  I  resigned,  and  after  I  retained  counsel 
or  thought  I  had  retained  counsel,  because  this  had  taken  a  consider- 
able period  of  time  and  my  car  that  was  parked  in  the  towaway  zone 
of  the  White  House  had  been  towed  awa}-.  It  was  sort  of  a  frustrating 
day. 

Senator  Gurney.  What  M-as  that?  I  missed  it. 

Mr.  Sloax.  My  car,  which  had  been  parked  in  a  towaway  zone, 
that  day  lasted  beyond  4:30  and  ni}'  car  had  disappeared  following 
my  resignation. 

Senator  Gcbxey.  Did  that  have  any  connection  with  Watergate? 

Mr.  vSloan.  I  do  not  believe  so,  Senator.  I  was  somewhat  frustrated 
at  that  point  and  turned  to  John  Dean,  that  he  might  be  of  some  as- 
sistance locating  where  the  Metropolitan  Police  Department  might 
have  placed  it,  and  he  was  ver\-  helpful  in  that  regard. 

Senator  Gurney.  He  certainly  has  a  lot  of  contacts. 

Well,  continue,  now,  on  your  contacts  with  Mr.  Dean  after  you  left 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Sloan.  Sir,  he,  Herb  Kalmbach,  and  Maur\-  Stans,  throughout 
this  period,  would  essentially  call  me  every  week  or  so  to  see  how  I  was 
doing,  take  the  temperature  of  the  water,  so  to  speak. 

Senator  Gurney.  Could  you  tell  us  a  little  more  about  these  con- 
versations? 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  really  can't  Senator.  They  were  ver\'  indefinite.  Maury 
Stans  occasionally  would  ask  me  advice  on  some  of  the  civil  litigation 
that  had  come  up — what  do  j'ou  think  we  ought  to  do  about  this,  how 
is  your  famil}'?  It  was  generally  that  kind  of  conversation.  There  were 
a  number,  but  I  really  can't  characterize  them  in  terms  of  any  specific 
^giilia^yitive  material. 

I     Senator  Gurney.  But  this  was  Dean  calling  you  now? 

I     Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir;  and  at  various  times,  I  would  call  him.  At  that 

Ipoint,  I  understood  that  he  was  handling  within  the  White  House  the 

investigation  of  this  matter.  I  sought  him  out,  surely,  after  I  had 

resigned  to  give  him  the  same  information  I  had  given  everybody  else 

with  regard  to  the  money  and  the  Magruder  approach. 

Senator  Gurney.  As  I  understand  it,  these  are  conversations  gen- 
erally bv  him  to  you  to  find  out  anything  he  could  find  out.  Is  that  it? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Well,  he  generally  woidd  not — my  judgment  was  that 
he  was  not  seeking  information  from  me  with  regard  to  what  had  hap- 
pened after  I  had  resigned  and  the  money  and  the  Magruder  approach. 
I  really  had  to  force  it  on  him.  I  went  over  and  saw  him  one  day  and 
said,  this  is  what  I  think  happened;  I  understand  you  are  doing  an 
investigation. 

One  daj-  we  had  a  conversation  about  Mr.  Magruder  which  con- 
tinued on.  I  think  tliis  must  have  been  later  after — I  am  not  sure  of  the 
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exact  timing,  but  I  expressed  a.  feeling  to  hirn  that  I  had  felt  so  strongl y 
iibout  what  Mr.  Magruder  had — not  so  much  what  he  had  suggested, 
but  what  he  had  forced  on  me  in  the  way  of  a  personal  decision,  and  the 
very  nature  of  the  suggestion,  that  I  expressed  to  Mr.  Dean  the 
thought  that  if  Mr.  Magruder  ever  were  presented  before  a  Senate 
committee  for  confirrnatioa  for  a  high  public  oflice,  I  \\ould  personalh' 
seek  out  that  committee  and  voluntarih'  testify  against  liim. 

Senator  Gurney.  What  did  Mr.  Dean  say  to  that? 

Mr.  Sloan.  He  said,  it  will  never  happen. 

Senator  Gurney.  How  manj'  phone  conversations  would  you  say 
you  had  with  him  and  during  what  period  of  time?  Just  approxi- 
mately. 

Mr.  Slo.\n.  I  am  not  sure.  Senator.  They  might  have  come  up  2  or 
.3  Aveeks  apart,  throughout  the  period  leading  up  to  the  trial. 

(Senator  Gurney.  This  is  from  July  1972  until  January  1973? 
^fr.  Si.o.w.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Gurney.  And  is  it  your  impression,  then,  that  he  made 
these  conversations  because  he  was  in  charge  of  the  'VVTiite  House  in- 
vestigation, the  Watergate  investigation? 

Mr.  Slo.^n.  No;  my  impression  more  was  that  it  was  a  personal  con- 
cern. He  was  just  checking  to  see  how  I  was.  He  was  involved  with — 
Herb  Kalmbach,  for  instance,  had  offered  to  assist  me  in  seeking  pri- 
vate emplojTnent.  We  discussed  my  going  to  law  school.  He  suggested  I 
see  John  Dean  on  that  matter,  if  John  had  any  suggestions.  It  was 
generally  this  kind  of  a  conversation. 

Senator  Gurney.  Has  he  ever  made  an}'  suggestion  to  you  other 
than  the  one  you  discussed  vvitli  the  chairman  on  the  fifth  amendment 
advice  as  far  as  testimony  in  the  grand  jurj-  or  this  committee  is 
concerned? 

Mr.  Sloan.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  believe  he  has  ever  given  me  any  legal 
advice  in  that  context. 

Senator  Gurney.  In  all  of  these  conversations,  did  he  ever  mention 
the  name  of  President  NLxon? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Not  that  I  recall,  Senator. 

Senator  Gurney.  You  testified  that  you  went  to  California.  That 
was  when  you  were  asked  to  leave  town  for  a  while,  I  do  not  think  you 
told  us  what  you  did  m  California.  Would  you  describe  to  the  com- 
mittee what  you  did? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Well,  I  forget  where  Secretary  Stans  was.  I  could  not 
join  up  with  him  until  that  Sunday  night.  There  was  a  meeting  on  the 
California  budget 

Senator  Ervin.  There  is  a  vote  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  so  maybe 
we  had  better  go  over  and  vote  and  come  back. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Ervin.  Senator  Gurney. 

Senator  Gurney.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  we  were 
discussing  the  time  that  you  were  in  California,  Mr.  Sloan. 

Mr.  Sloan.   Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurney.  You  had  described  what  j'our  activities  were 
there  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Sloan.  Until  that  Sunday  evening  when  I  joined  Secretary 
Stans  I  had  gone  to  San  Francisco  and  spent  a  day  and  a  half  in  my 
hotel  room.  I  joined  Secretary  Stans  for  the  budget  meeting.  When  we 
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A'Ir.  Sloan.  As  I  think  I  have  indicated,  Senator,  these  were  funds 
authorized  by  higher  authority,  men  who  I  worked  with  for  periods  of 
5  or  6  years.  They  are  men  I  have  great  trust  in,  I  had  no  reason  to 
be  suspicious  at  that  time  of  the  motivations  of  any  of  these 
individuals. 

Senator  Inouye.  Now,  as  the  events  unfold,  how  do  you  feel,  sir? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Quite  frankly,  Senator 

Senator  Inouye.  Were  you  surprised? 

Mr.  Sloan.   Yes,  sir.  Everyday  I  continue  to  be  surprised. 

Senator  Inouye.  Thank  you,  Air.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ervin.  Senator  Weicker. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Sloan,  I  would  like  to,  if  you  could  go  back 
to  your  meeting  with  Mr.  Haldeman  in  the  White  House  on  January 
of  this  year. 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  first  of  all,  exactly  when  was  the  date  of 
this  meeting? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Senator,  I  am  not  sure  of  the  precise  date.  My  best 
recollection  from  memory  would  be  toward  the  end  of  January  per- 
haps early  February. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  am  I  correct  in  stating  you  indicated  the 
meeting  lasted  about  45  minutes? 

A'Ir.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  my  first  question  would  by  why,  why  the 
meeting,  why  did  you  request  the  meeting  or  did  you  request  the 
meeting? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Senator  Weicker.  Why? 

•  Mr.  Sloan.  Senator,  the  reason  I  requested  the  meeting,  and  I 
think  the  period  of  time  in  question  is  important,  the  criminal  trial 
was  over,  I  think  some  of  the  information  on  Mr.  Segretti  had  come 
out,  but  generally  it  was  in  a  lull  period  where  in  my  judgment  the 
decisions  had  been  made,  essentially  the  matter  had  been  gotten  away 
with,  that  it  stopped  mth  the  conviction  of  the  seven  men.  I  was  at 
the  point  in  time  where  I  was  actively  seeking  private  emplo3'ment. 
Mr.  Haldeman  had  essentially  asked  me  to  undertake  this  task.  The 
continuing  on  of  the  political  leadership  in  the  campaign  in  opposition 
to  the  views  I  held,  the  fact  that  presumabh'  these  same  men  were 
the  source  of  any  information  that  Mr.  Haldeman  had,  I  felt  it  was 
in  my  interest,  particularly  in  terms  of  seeking  private  emplo\-ment, 
to  be  sure  that  there  was  not  an  active  effort  on  the  part  of  the  admin- 
istration because  of  misinformation  of  the  reasons  I  had  done  what  I 
had  done,  that  there  would  be  any  active  efforts  to  make  things  dif- 
ficult for  me  in  terms  of  seeking  private  employment.  I  sought  him 
out.  I  had  a  very  cordial  meeting  with  him,  spent  about  45  minutes. 
I  told  him  without  naming  names,  because  I  thought  it  was  a  dead 
issue,  but  I  told  him  essentially  that  I  wanted  to  make  very  clear  to 
him  why  I  had  done  what  I  had  done,  and  I  said  I  also  want  you  to 
know  that  I  still  feel  total  loyalty  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  I  have  worked  for  him  over  this  period  of  time  and  my  wife 
has  for  a  long  period  of  time,  because  we  believe  in  what  he  is  doing, 
and  I  want  you  to  know  that  I  feel  that  I  did  not  leave  the  team,  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned  the  team  left  me.  And  I  said  I  cannot  under- 
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stand  the  continuing  support  of  incUnduals  who  in  my  judgment  it 
is  pretty  ob\-ious  are  involved  in  this  situation. 

I  think  he  interpreted  part  of  the  purpose  of  my  meeting  was 
essentially  to  feel  out  the  possibility  of  employment  m  the  Govern- 
ment. This  was  not  my  purpose.  I  had  long  ago  made  the  decision 
that  is  not  what  I  wanted  to  do.  However,  it  did  produce  the  discussion 
on  his  part,  a  statement  that  the  policy  of  the  administration  was 
that  no  individual  who  had  become  a  "Watergate"  figure  or  promi- 
nently mentioned  in  the  newspapers  would  be  placed  in  high  Govern- 
ment office  until  the  issue  was  totally  resolved,  and  I  said  I  totally 
understand  that  pohcy,  I  couldn't  agree  with  you  more,  and  he  said 
in  terms  of  your  age  I  agree  with  your  decision,  this  is  the  right  time 
to  go  out  in  the  private  sector  if  you  want  to  make  a  career  there. 
However,  if  at  a  later  date,  if  this  matter  is  totally  resolved,  if  you 
want  to  be  considered  for  high  position  in  Government  I  will  be  glad 
to  sponsor  you. 

Generally,  I  think  this  was  the  tone  and  nature  of  this  discussion. 
'Senator  Weicker.  Now,  did  that  meeting  have  anything  to  do  with 
your  being  rehired  by  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President  as  a 
consultant? 

Mr.  Sloan.  No, sir;  I  made  that  decision  prior  to  that.  This  would  be 
probably  about  the  midpoint  during  that  consultancy.  I  went  to  the 
committee  in  early  January,  probably  I  think  January  3. 

Senator  Weicker.  In  other  words,  when  you  went  to  see  Mr. 
Haldeman  in  January,  you  already  had  been  rehired? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes  sir,  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  As  a  consultant  to  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect 
the  President? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Finance  committee.  The  poUtical  committee,  as  I 
understood  it,  had  essentially  been  dissolved,  although  that  turned  out 
not  to  be  the  case. 

Senator  Weicker.  Who  rehired  you  as  consultant  or  how  did  the 
rehiring  as  consultant  to  the  finance  committee  come  about? 

Mr.  Sloan.  During  the  period  after  my  resignation,  I  would  guess 
two  occasions.  Secretary  Stans  sought  me  out  seeking  my  return  to 
the  campaign. 

Senator  Weicker.  That  was  at  what  time? 

Mr.  Sloan.  1  am  not  sure  it  would  have  been,  I  am  just  not  sure, 
some  point  during  this  5-month  period  following  my  resignation  in 
July. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right. 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  in  no  way  wished  to  consider  it.  I  turned  him  down. 

After  5  months  with  the  election  over,  he  asked  me  again.  Essentially 
it  was  in  the  terms  of  3"ou  have  taken  essentially  a  bum  rap  on  this 
thing  and  I  know  it's  been  difficult  for  you,  5  months  without  gainful 
employment,  I  would  like  you  to  come  back  and  help  me  wrap  up  the 
(-•ampaign. 

I  consented  because  certain  conditions  which  would  have  made  it 
objectionable  to  me  and  why  I  would  refuse  such  an  offer  prior  to  that 
time  were  met.  One,  I  did  not  feel  if  I  had  this  kind  of  opportunity  at 
this  particular  point  in  time  with  no  prejudice  being  attached  to  that 
association,  that  I  in  good  conscience  could  go  on  and  not  provide  for 
my  family.  The  conditions  that  nu  longer  existed  as  far  as  1  was  con- 
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Senator  Wkk'kkk.  iJid  you.  and  I  want,  to  lay  it  out  lioiv.  airain.  did 
you  assunip,  that  he  had  s<:)ini'  kiiowlc'd;,(e — and  1  i-niphasizc  thi.-  uoi-d 
"assinne."  Obviously,  at  tliis  point  in  time  it  was  strictly  on  the  ba.sis  of 
experience — experience  that  you  had  with  ^Ir.  Stracluui,  experience 
tliat  you  had  insofar  as  hiyinc:  out  the  chain  of  comniand? 

Mr.  Magruder.  It  was  natural  on  my  part  to  assume  that  there  "was 
some  knowledge ;  yes. 

Senator  Weicker.  Xow,  why,  just  out  of  cuinositj-,  before  you  move 
on  to  the  January  meeting,  why  was  everyone  concerned  as  you  indi- 
cated in  your  testimony  this  morning,  with  the  money  question '.  Did 
Mr.  Plaldeman  seem  concerned  over  the  money  in  his  phone  call? 

Mr.  Magruder.  You  mean  the  $5,300? 

Senator  Weicker.  That  is  right. 

ilr.  iLiGKUDER.  I  think  first,  there  were  two  concerns :  ilr.  McCord 
obviously  having  been  an  employee  of  oui-s;  and  second,  the  money. 
The  money  was  raised  after  April  7  and  was  not  reported,  in  direct 
violation  of  the  new  campaign  law,  and  could  be  traced  back  directly 
to  the  committee.  So  I  think  they  were  dual  concerns.  Those  were  the 
two  initial  concerns  of  the  people  I  have  discussed. 

Senator  Weicker.  Is'ow,  let  us  move  to  January  1973.  I  would  like 
to  ask  a  question  here. 

Am  I  correct  in  gathering  from  your  testimony  that  you  never 
spoke  or  met  with  Mr.  Haldeman  from  June  18,  1972,  to  Januarv  of 
1973? 

Mr.  Magruder.  No  ;  that  is  not  correct.  I  spoke  with  him  on  numer- 
ous occasions  and  met  with  him  on  numei'ous  occasions  but  did  not 
discuss  the  Watergate  situation  in  substantive  detail.  We  talked  about 
it.  I  can  recall  once  or  twice  talking  to  him  about  it  as  a  problem,  but 
not  in  the  same  sense;  more  as  to  handling  it  from  the  campaign 
standpoint  in  relation  to  charges  made  by  Senator  McGovem  or 
whatever. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  now,  in  your  conversation  on  June  18  with 
Mr.  Haldeman,  his  last  instruction  to  you  was  to  get  back  to  Wash- 
ington, was  it  not? 

Mr.  ilAGRUDER.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  ,^Vnd  to  get  things  in  hand. 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  you  went  back  to  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  after  you  got  back  to  Washington  and  sur- 
veyed the  scene,  did  you  get  back  in  touch  with  ilr.  Haldeman  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  No;  I  got  back  in  touch  with  Mr.  Strachan  after 
the  Monday  night.  Well,  I  talked  with  Mr.  Strachan  on  ifonday.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  he  was  in  Washington,  and,  of  course,  after  our  meet- 
ing on  Monday  night  and  after  I  destroyed  the  Gemstone  tile,  I  re- 
lated those  facts  to  ilr.  Strachan,  not  to  ilr.  Haldeman. 

Senator  AVeicker.  I  see.  So  that  aside  from  incidental  mattei-s  and 
mattei-s  relating  to  tlie  campaign,  there  was  no  real  discussion  be- 
tween yourself  and  Mr.  Haldeman  as  to  the  break-in  at  the  Watergate 
related  activities  between  June  IS  and  January  of  1073? 

Ttr.  Magruder.  To  be  very  specific.  Senator.  Mr.  Haldeman.  the  way 
I  worked  with  him  when  I  worked  with  him  and  later  when  I  worked 
for  Mr.  Mitchell,  is  I  worked  strictlv  through  Gordon  Strachan  in 
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this  case,  or  one  of  liis  assistants.  Only  wlien  he  called  me  did  I  re- 
spond. I  cannot  even  recall  anv  time  that  I  initiated  a  call  to  Mr 
Haldeman. 

Senator  Wkickf.r.  All  ri^ht. 

Mr.  Magkl-der.  Except  in  the  January  meeting,  when  I  requested 
an  interview  with  him  to  go  over  the  job  question. 

Senator  Weicker.  Xow  we  move  to  Januaiy  197:3  and  the  meeting 
n-ith  Mr.  Haldeman.  The  main  purpose  of  this  meeting,  as  I  gather 
it,  was  to  talk  about  jobs  for  Mr.  Porter  and  youi-self ;  is  that  col-rect? 
Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  you  have  heard  Mr.  Sloan's  testimony  in 
which  he  said  in  response  to  a  question  that  I  asked  him  that  if  it  did 
produce  discussion  on  his  part,  the  statement  of  policy  on  the  case 
was  that  no  individual  who  had  become  a  Watergate  figure  or  prom- 
inent Government  official  would  be  placed  in  office  until  the  issue  was 
totally  resolved. 

Mr.  ilAGRUDER.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weickee.  Can  you  give  me  any  indication  as  to  why  this 
general  policy  was  excepted  in  your  case  ? 
Mr.  iLvGRUDER.  I  did  not  know  that  was  the  general  policy,  Senator. 
Senator  Weicker.  Well,  what  was  nature  of  the  conversation  be- 
tween you  and  Mr.  Haldeman  on  jobs? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Well,  the  nature  of  the  discussion  was  basically,  they 
had  considered  sending  me  up  to  the  Senate  for  confirmation  for  one 
or  two  jobs  that  required  Senate  confirmation.  During  that  discus- 
sion, he  and  I  "agreed  that  at  this  time — at  that  time — it  would  be 
inappropriate  to  go  through  that  process.  We  both  agreed  to  that. 
And  so  as  an  interim  measure,  we  agreed  to  a  position  that  turned  out 
to  be  Director  of  Policy  Development  at  the  Commerce  Department, 
<vhich  happened  to  be  a  level  4  job  that  did  not  require  Senate  confir- 
mation. And  we  did  not  discuss,  I  think,  that  job  at  that  time.  We 
discussed  the  prospects  of  that  kind  of  a  job  as  an  interim  measure  until 
the  Watergate  situation  had  been  completely  settled. 

Senator  Weick;er.  Then  after  the  conversation  about  jobs  was  over 
with,  did  you  indicate  to  him  your  concern  about  the  Watergate 
matter? 

Mr.  Magruder.  It  was  the  other  way  around.  Senator.  I  initiated  the 
discussion  on  the  subject  of  the  Watergate  because  of  what  I  con- 
sidered to  be  beginning  memory  of  difficulties  on  the  part  of  some  of 
the  participants  that  I  thought  could  have  related  to  my  own  particu- 
lar situation. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  you  related  it  to  him  at  that  time  in 
January? 

Mr.  Maoruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  The  situation  as  to  the  Watergate,  as  to  what  waa 
going  on,  relative  to  your  participation  and  the  story  being  contrived? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  and  it  was  particularly  at  that  time  also  in  rela- 
tion to  Mr.  Porter  because  he  was  having  difficulty  with  the  pei-sonnel 
dei^artment  at  the  "\Miite  House  and  I  wanted  to  be  sure  Mr.  Haldeman 
understood  how  cooperative  ilr.  Porter  had  been. 

Sonutoi-  Weicker.  Was  this  before  or — was  this  convei-sation  with 
Mr.  Haldeman  before  or  after  the  trial  ? 

Mr._  Magruder.  It  was  before  the  trial,  before  the  inauiruration, 
sometime  early  in  January,  after  the  first  of  the  vear. 
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I  cmpliasized  my  rleur  I'lulorstaiidiii^  tliat  the  purpose  of  the  funds, 
as  described  to  me  by  Dean,  was  for  le^jal  fees  and  fainHy  support; 
and  tliat  I  had  undci"stoo<l  from  Dean  tluxt  botli  Mitchell  and  Dean 
felt  this  was  a  proper  and  important  oblif^atioti  to  the  defendants. 

Since  all  information  ref^arding  the  defense  funds  was  jriven  to  me 
by  John  Dean,  the  counsel  to  the  Pre.sident,  and  possibly  by  John 
Mitchell,  and  since  the  arrangements  for  Kalmbach's  collecting  funds 
and  for  transfei-ring  the  $350,000  cash  fund  were  made  by  John  Dean, 
and  since  John  Dean  never  stated  at  the  time  that  the  funds  would 
be  used  for  any  other  than  legal  and  proper  purposes,  I  had  no  reason 
to  question  the  propriety  or  legality  of  the  process  of  delivering  the 
$350,000  to  the  committee  via  LaRue  or  of  having  Kalmbach  raise 
fimds. 

I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  what  was  done  with  the  funds 
raised  by  Kalmbach  or  with  the  $350,000  that  was  delivered  by 
Strachan  to  LaRue. 

It  would  appear  that,  at  the  Whit*  House  at  least,  Joliri  Dean  was 
the  only  one  who  knew  tliat  the  funds  were  for  "hush  money,"  if,  in 
fact,  that  is  what  they  were  for.  The  rest  of  us  relied  on  Dean  and 
all  thought  that  what  was  being  done  was  legal  and  proper.  No  one, 
to  my  knowledge,  was  aware  that  these  funds  involved  either  black- 
mail or  hush  money  luitil  this  suggestion  was  raised  in  March  1973. 


MAGRtnOER 


To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  I  had  no  meetings  or  discussions  with 
Jeb  Magnider  regarding  Watergate  after  our  phone  call  of  June  18, 
1972,  which  has  already  been  reported,  until  Februaiy  14,  1973.  A 
review  of  my  log  confinns  that  I  had  no  meetings  at  all  with  ^lagruder 
in  1973  imtil  February  14. 

Wo  did  meet  on  February  14  for  about  an  hour  and  a  quarter  at 
Mr.  Magruder's  request  in  my  office.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  was 
to  discuss  his  plans  for  the  future.  He  felt  that  the  Watergate  matter 
was  now  settled  as  far  as  he  was  concerned;  that  his  work  at  the 
inaugural  committee  was  done  and  that  it  was  time  for  him  to  make 
his  future  jdans.  He  said  he  was  inter'ested  in  the  possibility  of  run- 
ning for  office  in  California  and  he  was  also  interested  in  the  possi- 
bility of  returning  to  a  Covemment  post  in  Washington.  He  was 
especially  interested  in  a  White  House  position  in  connection  with 
the  bicentennial.  I  advised  liim  that  thei'e  was  no  possibility  of  a 
Presidential  appointment,  or  a  White  House  position,  until  all  of  the 
Watergate  matters  had  been  cleared  up,  including  the  Senate  hearings, 
which  were,  at  that  time,  about  to  get  underway. 

I  believe  that,  at  this  time,  he  had  just  retur-ned  from  a  trip  to 
California  whei'e  he  had  taken  soundings  as  to  the  political  possibili- 
ties and  his  job  opportunities.  I  irr-ged  him,  if  he  was  interested  in 
California  politics,  to  go  to  work  in  private  business  out  there  and 
get  himself  reestablished  in  the  State  and  then  go  into  politics  at  a 
later  point.  I  recommended  tliat  he  not  consider  coming  back  into  the 
Federal  Government  because  if  his  interests  were  in  California  he 
now  had  the  need  to  reestablish  himself  there.  All  of  this  was  in  the 
nature  of  political  advice  to  a  man  wlio  indicated  his  inter-ests  in  lim- 
ning for  political  office. 
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He  said,  ho\ve\-er,  that  all  of  the  people  he  had  talked  with  in  Cali- 
fornia had  urged  him  to  go  back  into  Goveriiinent  for  a  while ;  that 
he  had  strong  family  reasons  for  wanting  to  stay  in  "Washington  be- 
cause his  children  were  well  established  in  the  schools  here ;  and 
that  he  had  lost  some  of  his  interest  in  running  for  office  in  Califor- 
nia and  was  more  interested  in  the  idea  of  staving  in  "Washington. 
Since  the  Presidential  appointment  or  "U'hite  House  post  was  out  of 
the  question,  I  suggested  that  he  look  into  other  Government  possi- 
bilities and  that  he  work  with  Jerry  Jones  an.d  the  "Wliite  House  per- 
sonnel office  in  that  regard. 

I  met  with  Magruder  again  on  March  2(1  believe  again  at  his  re- 
quest), at  my  office,  with  John  Dean  also  present,  for  about  an  hour. 
At  this  meeting  we  reviewed  the  same  general  subjects  we  had  dis- 
cussed on  February  14,  and  I  gave  him  a  list  of  jobs  in  the  Govern- 
ment that  had  been  developed  by  the  personnel  office.  He  expressed 
interest  in  one  of  the  jobs  on  the  list,  a  post  at  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  and  he  subsequently  did  take  that  post. 

I  do  not  recall  any  discussion  of  any  of  the  particulars  of  the 
Watergate  matter  or  the  so-called  coverup — other  than  what  I  have 
already  indicated  regarding  his  feeling  that  the  matter  was  now  be- 
hind him. 

I  feel  certain  that  there  was  no  such  discussion  because  had  he 
told  me  the  kinds  of  things  that  he  has  indicated  to  this  committee 
that  he  told  me  regarding  perjury,  et  cetera,  I  would  have  remem- 
bered them  clearly  and  I  would  have  done  something  about  them. 

Mr.  Magnider  has  stated  that  he  met  with  me  in  eaj-ly  January  of 
1973,  before  the  inaugural,  although  he  was  unable  to  specify  a  date. 

Mr.  Dean,  on  the  othei-  hand,  has  indicated  in  his  testimony  that 
I  met  with  Mr.  IMagruder  in  late  January. 

I  do  have  a  vague  feeling  that  I  talked  with  Magruder  or  at  least 
knew  about  his  plans  prior  to  his  trip  to  California,  which  I  believe 
was  in  early  Fcbruar}'.  I  cannot  recall  any  specific  conversation  or 
meeting.  'Sly  feeling  n\ay  arise  from  the  fact  that  apparently  John 
Dean  talked  with  me  in  late  January  about  ^Magruder's  plans  for 
going  into  politics  in  California  and  his  plans  to  make  a  trip  out 
there.  Mr.  Higby  has  told  me  that  Mr.  ^NTagruder  did  request  a  meet- 
ing in  January,  but  that  I  was  \mable  to  schedule  one.  I  did  later 
agree  to  such  a  meeting  but  when  he  called  Magruder  to  set  it  up, 
]\ra<rruder  had  already  left  for  California.  It  is  possible  that  Magruder 
told  Higby  of  his  California  plans  and  Higby  relayed  them  to  me. 

Magruder's  recollection  of  the  substance  of  the  alleged  January 
conversation  is  in  many  respects  very  much  along  the  lines  of  my 
recollection  of  our  conversation  on  February  14,  and  T  have  the  feel- 
ing that  we  are  dealing  here  with  a  simple  error  in  recollection  of 
^l^jijiy^yjijll^^^ji^y^prtainly  undei-standahle. 


meeting  witii  ]\[agruder  did  he  raise  with  me  a  monolog 
as  he  has  described,  laying  out  the  true  facts  or  claiming  that  he  had 
committed  or  was  going  to  commit  perjurv  or  that  there  had  been 
any  other  illegal  coverup  activities  undertaken  in  connection  with  the 
AValergate   investigation. 

T  should  also  explain,  ]\[r.  Dash,  that  my  outline  of  the  Magruder 
meefings  of  February  14  and  .March  2  is  somew!ir>t  ditl'erent  than  the 
review  I  gave  the  committee  staff  when  I  met  witi;  them  late  into  the 
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been  thoroujihly  rnported  !uul  I  would  concur  in  Mr.  Moore's  descrip- 
tion of  them  as  sort  of  liraitistorniing  sessions  regarding  the  whole 
range  of  questions  of  strate,g}'  iTgarding  the  Senate  hearings,  a  review 
of  possible  problems,  and  general  discussion  of  how  to  deal  with  a 
number  of  new  factors. 

It  was  obvious  that  the  Senate  hearings  would  genci-ate  massive  pub- 
licity. Tn  calling  and  hearing  a  wide  range  of  witnesses  one  at  a  time 
on  national  televisioii  there  would  be  a  lot  of  charges  and  hearsay  with 
no  opportunity  to  tinswer  them,  in  the  same  news  cycle  at  least,  and 
there  was  of  coui-se  the  real  concern  that  the  committee  hearings  might 
evolve  into  a  very  partisan  exercise. 

Tiierc  was  a  freewheeling  discussion  of  these  various  possibilities 
and  problems  and  of  ways  and  means  of  trying  to  deal  with  them  or 
counteract  them. 

I  feel  that  Mr.  Dean  in  his  statement  to  the  committee  has,  in  a  num- 
ber of  instances,  substantially  misinterpreted  the  iiitent  or  implica- 
tions of  things  that  might  have  been  said  at  the  meeting. 

Also  I  believe  he  has  overlooked  one  of  the  principal  purposes  of 
the  meeting,  which  was  a  discussion  at  great  length  of  how  to  develop 
some  way  to  learn  the  entire  Watergate  story — including  the  othet 
activities  that  were  by  then  bimched  together  as  Watergate — and  get 
it  out  in  its  totality  and  accurately.  This  was  considered  as  one  of  the 
best  ways  to  counteract  the  potential  of  adverse  publicity  arising  from 
a  drawn-out  public  hearing.  The  feeling  was  that  putting  all  of  tlie 
facts  out,  in  one  place,  at  one  time,  would  give  the  American  people 
a  more  accurate  picture  of  tlie  truth  than  would  the  drawn-out  process 
of  hearing  one  witness  at  a  time  over  an  extended  period. 

Another  objective,  which  was  the  President's  objective,  was  to 
try  to  work  out  ways  and  means  by  which  the  facts  of  Watergate  or 
any  testimony  th.at  could  be  provided  by  anybody  in  the  White  House, 
wjio  had  any  knowledge,  which  would  be  of  interest  to  this  committee 
could  be  provided  in  the  most  complete  form  but  without  getting  into 
the  problem  of  the  separation  of  powers  and  executive  privilege. 

I  don't  recall  any  discussion  of  the  question  of  raising  money,  but 
T  am  sure  tliat  if  there  were  any,  it  was  in  the  form  that  Mr.  iloore 
described ;  that  is,  a  very  incidental  item  occupj'ing  only  a  few  minutes 
in  a  series  of  meetings  that  lasted  for  many  hours.  It  was  not  a  prin- 
cipal point  of  discussion.  There  was  no  discussion  of  a  covenip  of 
JJ^jj^jm^i^^J^U;^y,;^iese  meetings. 

^J)pini  put  into  evidence  as  exhibit  No.  3i-34*  an  agenda  he  says  was 
requested  by  me  for  a  meeting  with  the  President  as  a  followup  to 
La  Costa  on  February  19  or  20.  He  seems  to  feel  that  this  is  a  veiy 
significant  document  that  is  self-explanatory  as  evidence  of  a  continu- 
ing coverup.  I  completely  fail  to  see  it  that  waj'. 

There  were  five  items  on  the  agenda.  First,  a  meeting  of  Senator 
Raker  with  the  President  which,  it  was  my  understanding  Senator 
Baker  had  requested,  and  which  seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  natural 
as  one  step  to  be  taken  in  working  out  the  various  problems  regarding 
White  House  staff  appearances  at  the  Senate  committee  hearings,  et 
cetera.  Second,  the  question  of  submitting  Maurice  Stans'  name  for 
confirmation  to  the  Senate  for  a  post  requiring  such  confirmation.  This 
was  a  step  designed  to  deal  with  two  questions,  fii'st  to  give  Mr.  Stans 

•See  Book  3,  p.  1243. 
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tlic  opportunity  to  reenter  Government  at  a  suitably  high  level  and, 
second,  to  provide  him  with  the  opportunity  in  a  very  short  period 
of  time  to  appear  publicly  and  under  questioning,  to  clear  up  all 
charges  regarding  his  role  in  the  Watergate,  if  any,  and  to  give  him 
■A  chance  to,  as  he  lequested  of  this  committee,  get  bade  his  good  name. 
Third,  a  question  of  wliether  Magruder  could  have  a  White  House  job. 
Atfithat  time  I  had  already  told  Magruder  that  that  would  not  be 
possible,  but  I  think,  the  point  here  was  to  check  that  decision  with 
the  President  to  be  sure  he  concurred.  Fourth,  the  <|uestion  of 
Buchanan  sitting  in  on  the  hearings  as  a  watch  dog  of  the  press — 
an  idea  that  Dean  says  I  suggested,  although  it  is  my  recollection  he 
suggested  it  at  the  La  Costa  meeting.  In  any  event,  this  was  certainly 
not  a  coverup  move,  but  e.xactly  the  opposite.  Fifth,  the  question  of 
the  Attorney  General  meeting  with  the  President.  That,  too,  was  a 
logical  step  because  we  were  into  the  matters  of  executive  privilege  and 
the  question  of  White  House  staff  members  going  to  the  hearings  was 
important  for  the  President  to  discuss  with  the  Attorney  General. 
As  it  concurrently  or  shortly  tliereafter  developed,  Senator  Baker 
jgiUlilStfii^iiiiL^Ir.  Kleindienst  be  his  contact  with  the  administration, 
^l^ine  latter  part  of  February,  as  the  questions  of  executive  priv- 
ilege ajid  other  matters  dealing  with  the  Senate  Watergate  inquiry 
intensified,  the  President  saw  that  this  was  involving  a  substantial 
amount  of  time  of  a  lumiber  of  people  in  the  White  House  and  particu- 
larly seemed  to  be  involving  Ehrlichman  and  mo  in  more  expenditure 
of  time  than  the  I'resident  felt  was  productive.  Consequently,  ho  met 
with  John  Dean  at  the  end  of  Febi'uary  regarding  the  matters  of 
executive  privilege,  the  Senate  hearings,  and  so  forth,  and  he  gave 
instructions  to  me  and  I  am  sure  to  others,  that  all  Watergate  matters 
were  to  be  handled  by  Dean  at  the  White  House  and  by  Kleindienst 
at  the  Justice  Department  and  that  no  one  else  was  to  devote  time  to 
the  subject  and  that  no  one  else  was  to  get  into  the  matter  with  the 
President.  He  was  trying  to  avoid  everyone  getting  into  the  act.  wast- 
ing time,  and  diverting  attention — wiiich  is  a  real  danger  when  a 
highly  publicized  and  volatile  matter  such  as  this  comes  uj). 

This  decision  of  the  President's  led  to  the  series  of  meetings  that 
he  had  with  ]Mr.  Dean  starting  Februarj-  27  and  miming  through 
March  21,  meetings  that  were  primarily  coucenied.  :it  the  outset.  T 
believe,  with  executive  privilege  matters.  That  continued  to  be  a 
major  point,  but  as  that  ;3-week  period  went  on,  the  President's  concern 
did  grow  regarding  conflicting  Watergate  stories  and.  from  what  he 
indicated  to  me,  he  was  intensifying  pressure  on  Dean  to  find  out  a 
way  to  get  the  full  story  out.  Dean  at  this  point  was  clearly  in 
charge  of  any  matters  relating  to  tlu'  Watergate.  He  was  meetius 
frequently  with  the  President  and  he  still  indicated  that  he  was  posi- 
tive there  was  no  White  House  involvement.  During  this  time,  the 
(iray  hearings  also  became  a  matter  of  focus  and  the  executive  privi- 
lege question  arose  in  connection  with  them,  too.  1  have  the  feeling 
that  during  this  period  the  President  was  gradually  getting  more  of 
a  feel  of  the  possibility  that  there  miglit  be  some  {)robloms  involved 
in  the  AA'atergate  matter  that  he  had  not  even  dreamed  of  and  that 
that  led  to  the  meeting  of  March  21.  in  which  John  Dean  was  going 
to  give  the  President  the  full  story. 
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Mitchell  wanted  liim,  O'Brien,  to  get  my  version  of  tlic  meeting,  as 
well  as  tlie  report  he  was  getting  from  Mr.  iloore. 

On  February  15,  after  a  late  bicakfast,  O'Brien  and  I  took  about  a 
2  hour  walk  down  the  beach,  at  which  time  I  told  him  what  had 
occurred  at  La  Costa.  I  told  him  that  ]Moorc  had  been  dispatched  to 
New  York  By  Ilaldcnian  and  Ehrlichman  to  tell  Mitcliell  it  was  his 
responsibility  to  raise  the  future  money  for  the  convicted  defendants. 
O'Brien's  reaction — as  he  was  well  aware  of  Mitchell's  feeling  that 
this  was  Haldeman's  and  Ehrlichman's  problem  and  not  his — was  that 
Mitchell  would  probably  go  through  the  roof. 

After  returning  from  our  walk  we  talked  about  the  fact  that  I  had 
been  requested  to  suggest  names  for  the  minority  counsel.  It  was  during 
this  conversation  that  I  thought  of  Mr.  ^lartin  Hoffman,  whom  I  knew 
to  be  a  very  capable  lawyer  tiien  serving  as  general  counsel  of  the 
Atomic  Energ}'  Commission,  and  a  person  who  had  worked  on  the  Hill. 

I  called  Mr.  Hoffman  and  asked  if  he  was  interested.  He  said  he 
was,  but  he  did  not  know  if  Senator  Baker  would  be  because  they  had 
had  a  difference  of  opinion  over  a  matter  at  the  AEC.  He  said,  how- 
ever, he  had  done  some  work  for  Senator  Baker  in  the  past  and  liked 
him  very  much. 

I  then  called  Ehrlichman  and  he  agreed  that  Mr.  Hoffman  would  be 
a  good  choice.  Next  I  called  Haldeman  and  he  said  OK  if  Ehrlichman 
said  OK,  during  my  conversation  with  Haldeman  he  told  me  he  had 
learned  that  the  chief  counsel's  job  had  been  offered  to  ^Ir.  Ken  Keat- 
ing and  Mr.  Keating  had  sent  a  feeler  to  the  White  House  as  to  whether 
he  should  be  interested.  Haldeman  asked  me  to  think  about  it. 

After  talking  with  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  about  Mr.  Hoffman, 
I  called  Timmons  and  Johnson  and  asked  them  to  float  ^Vlr.  Hoffman's 
name  to  Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Timmons  called  me  back  later  and  said  it 
wouldn't  float  because  the  Senator  had  indicated  he  had  had  some 
problem  with  Mr.  Hoffman  and  Chairman  Schlesinger  over  an  AEC 
matter.  He  liked  Mr.  Hoffman  but  said  he  was  still  miffed  at  him. 

Later  that  day  I  called  Mr.  I\[oore,  but  learned  he  had  gone  to  New 
York  to  see  jNIitchell.  I  had  talked  with  Moore  earlier  that  week,  but 
had  forgotten  he  was  going  to  Xew  York  on  the  15th. 

Paid  O'Brien  called  Mitchell  in  the  midafteinoon  to  i-eport  o)ir 
conversation.  I  was  in  and  out  of  the  room  while  he  was  on  the  tele- 
phone talking  to  iritchell  as  T  didn't  feel  it  was  my  business  to  listen 
to  his  conversation.  T  talked  briefly  with  Mitchell  at  the  end  of  the 
conversation  he  had  with  O'Brien.  He  talked  about  the  pcs.sibility  of 
Mr.  Keating  as  chief  coimsel.  'Mr.  Mitchell  seemed  intrigued  by  the 
idea,  but  doubted  if  !^^r.  Keating  would  accept.  After  T  hung  up, 
O'Brien  reported  that  Mr.  INIoore  had  brought  up  the  money  raising 
matter,  but  Mitchell  just  didn't  discuss  it  at  .-iny  length  with  ^Nloore. 
O'Brien  departed  Florida  late  that  afternoon  and  my  wife  and  T  got 
!i\vny  from  the  telephone  for  the  next  •'>  da  vs. 


I  returned  to  the  office  on  INfonday.  February  19.  and  spoke  with 
Haldeman  on  either  the  inth  or  20th.  He  requested  that  T  draw  up  an 
asrenda  for  a  meeting  with  the  Pi-esident  letrarding  matteis  which  the 
President  shoidd  reflect  on  as  a  restdt  of  the  T>a  Costa  nii'ftinc  and 
sub.sequent  matters  which  had  come  up.  ^Ti-.  Haldeman  and  T  went  over 
the  high  points  of  what  .should  be  rai.sed,  i!<cludiii<r  items  that  had  not 
come  up  at  La  Costa,  such  as  ^fagruder's  desire  to  return  to  the  T\niitc 
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House  staff  and  sending  Mr.  Stans  to  the  Senate  for  a  rf-nfirmable  post 

as  a  tactic  to  counter  the  Watergate  hearings. 

I  prepared  tlie  agenda.  I  thou'iht  that  I  was  going  to  attend  the 

meeting  with  the  President,  but  Haldeman  called  for  the  agenda,  and 

not  me.  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  a  copy  of  the  agenda. 
[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  ."4—04.*] 
Mr.  Deax.  You  will  see  that  the  asenda  deals  with  five  items  to  be 

discussed  and  resolved  with  the  President : 

1.  Senator  Baker's  requested  meeting  with  the  President; 

2.  Submitting  Secretary  Stans'  name  for  a  confii-mablc  position; 

3.  "UTiat  to  do  with  Mr.  Magruder ; 

4.  Using  Mr.  Buchanan  during  the  Senate  hearings;  and 

5.  Getting  the  Attorney  General  back  in  touch  with  the  "UHiite  House. 
Subsequent  to  Haldeman's  meeting  with  the  President,  he  informed 

that:  The  President  would  meet  with  Senator  Baker;  T  should  discuss 
with  Mr.  Stans  his  interest  in  a  confirmable  position ;  Magruder  could 
not  return  to  the  "Wliite  House  staff;  Buchanan  could  not  be  used  at 
the  Senate  hearings;  and  the  President  would  meet  with  the  Attorney 
General. 

I  liave  not  explained  at  this  point  the  details  of  this  rather  signifi- 
cant document,  but  I  believe  the  document  is  rather  self-e.xplanatory 
of  the  continuing  corerup  and  I  will,  of  course,  answer  anv  questions 
about  it.  I  was  not  present  when  the  President  and  Haldeman  dis- 
cussed these  matters,  but  I  had  discussed  them  with  Haldeman  before 
he  went  to  see  the  President  and  he  informed  me  of  the  President's 
decisions  after  the  meeting;  thus,  I  assume  that  the  agenda  I  had 
prepared  was  the  basis  of  their  discussions. 

On  February  20,  or  21,  ]Mr.  Timmons  told  me  he  had  arranged  for 
the  President  to  have  an  off-the- record,  private  meeting  with  Senator 
Baker.  As  vou  will  note  from  the  agenda  I  referred  to  just  a  moment 
ago,  Jfr.  Timmons  had  reported  that  the  Senator  had  told  Timmons 
he  wanted  guidance  and  Timmons'  interpretation  was  that  the  Senator 
wished  to  help  the  Wbite  House.  Haldeman  told  me  to  prepare  a 
briefing  paper  for  the  President  and  bring  it  directly  to  him  rather 
than  routing  it  throueh  norma!  channels.  I  have  submitted  to  the 
committee  a  copy  of  the  agenda  I  prepared  for  the  President's  meet- 
insr  with  Senator  Baker. 

fThe  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  .'^4— '?."'>. **1 

Mr.  Df.ax.  After  the  President  met  with  Senator  Baker  T  was 
informed  bv  Haldeman  that  the  Senntor  had  anpeared  to  be  verv  inter- 
ested in  bein<r  cooperative  and  the  President  had  the  impression  that 
he  might  be  helpfril.  This,  of  coui-se.  was  the  "White  House  hope,  but 
nothing  that  was  reported  from  the  meeting  made  tliis  anything  more 
than  a  hope. 

Also,  Senator  Baker  told  the  President  that  he  wanted  his  contact 
point  to  be  Mr.  Kleindienst.  rather  than  someone  on  tlie  "Uliite  House 
staff.  ?Taldeman  told  me  that  Senator  Baker  had  urged  rlie  Pre-ident 
to  waive  executive  privilege  and  send  members  of  the  'Uliite  House 
staff  to  the  heariuirs  as  ouicklv  as  possible,  bnt  tlie  Piesident 
had  told  Senator  Baker  that  lie  was  going  to  hold  the  line  at 
written  intcrrofratories. 


•Si>?  p    1243. 
•♦Spp  p.    1243. 
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After  Magruder  met  with  Haldeman  in  late  January  1973,  I  had 
occasion  to  see  him  in  the  hall  of  the  EOB.  He  told  nie  that  he  had 
talked  yr\t]\  Haldeman  and  Mitchell  about  runninfr  for  office  in  Cali- 
fornia and  Tvas  planning  a  trip  to  California  to  test  tlie  water.  He  said 
now  was  the  time,  because  he  felt  he  could  get  good  financial  backing. 
I  felt  Magruder  was  in  for  some  serious  problems  bdth  before  the 
grand  jury  and  the  Senate  hearings,  but  without  saying  this  to  him,  I 
tried  to  dissuade  him  from  running  for  office  until  this  entire  matter 
had  been  resolved. 

Shortly  after  this  conversation  with  Magruder  I  phoned  Haldeman 
and  told  him  that  I  thought  ^lagruder  was  making  a  mistake  in  going 
to  California  in  pursuit  of  an  elected  office. 

Haldeman  agreed  and  said  he  was  going  to  call  Bob  Finch  and 
suggest  that  when  Magruder  met  witli  him,  Fincli,  that  he  be  dis- 
suaded. He  asked  me  to  call  Kalmbach  and  make  a  similar  suggestion, 
which  I  did,  and  Kalmbach  said  he  would  do  it. 

After  Magruder  returned  from  California  he  had  decided  that  he 
wanted  to  stay  in  Washington.  He  was  pushing  hard  to  return  to  the 
White  House  staff,  and  work  on  the  Bicentennial  program.  No  one  had 
the  heart  to  tell  Magruder  that  the  President  had  said  that  he  could 
not  return  to  the  White  House  staff.  It  was  during  this  period  of  time, 
which  I  believe  was  mid-February,  Magruder  had  a  conversation  with 
Mr.  O'Brien,  in  which  he  told  O'Brien  that  he  had  received  his  final 
authorization  for  Liddy's  activities  from  Gordon  Strachan  and  that 
Strachan  had  reported  that  Haldeman  had  cleared  the  matter  with 
the  President.  I  reported  this  to  Haldeman,  who  expressed  concern 
over  Magruder's  statement.  After  I  reported  this  information,  the 
White  House  efforts  to  find  a  job  for  Magruder  became  intense.  Halde- 
man assigned  ilr.  Higby  to  the  task.  Higby  called  me  to  discuss  the 
general  type  of  job  that  I  thought  would  satisfv  Aragruder  and  then 
Higby  instructed  Mr.  Jerry  Jones,  the  head  of  the  "White  House  per- 
sonnel operation,  to  find  an  available,  high  level,  nonconfirmable  posi- 
tion for  Magruder. 

During  the  time  when  Mr.  Jones  was  reviewing  all  the  potential 
jobs  for  Magruder,  I  recall  that  Magruder  dropped  by  my  office  and 
told  me  he  had  discussed  his  potential  problems  in  full  with  both 
Higby  and  Haldeman.  He  asked  me  for  my  assistance  and  support 
in  finding  him  a  job.  I  assured  Magruder  I  would  help.  He  also  indi- 
cated that  Mitchell  was  trying  to  help  get  the  job  matter  resolved. 

On  February  28,  Mr.  Jones  submitted  a  memorandum  to  Higby 
and  myself,  a  copy  of  which  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  3-t-o7.*] 

Mr.  Deax.  After  Haldeman  reviewed  the  memorandum,  a  meeting 
was  sclieduled  for  Magruder  to  meet  with  Haldeman  and  T  was  asked 
to  attend. 

This  meeting  occurred  during  the  first  week  of  ^farch  and  ^Fagruder 
explained  to  Haldeman  at  the  mooting  that  he  did  not  want  to  leave 
Washington.  Haldeman  told  Magrudor  that  his  working  at  the  Bieon- 
tonnial  was  not  realistic,  but  to  consider  the  position  at  tlio  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  as  an  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Policy 
Development.  Magnider  said  he  was  interested  but  wanted  sonu^  assur- 
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ance  from  Haldemaii  tliat  if  he  made  it  throufjh  the  Senate  hearings, 
as  he  had  the  grand  jury  and  trial,  that  he  could  have  a  better  job  later. 

Haldemau  said  that  he  could  not  make  a  firm  promise,  but  that 
he  would  do  all  he  personally  could  do  to  assist.  This  was  good  enough, 
for  Magaider.  Ilaldeman  said  that  ^Ir.  Jones  would  be  told  to  pro- 
ceed with  Secretary-  Dent  to  get  the  position  at  the  Commerce  Depart- 
ment finalized. 

On  March  5,  I  received  a  call  from  Secretarj-  Dent  regarding  his 
hiring  ^Nlagruder.  I  did  not  want  to  tell  Secretary  Dent  that  ^lagrv.^'^'- 
was  mtallv  free  from  future  problems  so  I  was  ovasi-e  with  >:'_ 
hinted  that  Magruder  might  have  some  problems.  Because  I  regretted 
misleading  him.  I  prepared  a  memorandum  for  my  files — something 
I  seldom  do— because  I  felt  Magruder  was,  in  fact,  going  to  have 
problems.  In  fact,  I  thought  everyone  was  going  to  have  problems. 
I  have  submitted  a  copy  of  this  memorandum  reflecting  this  con- 
vei-sation  with  Secretarj-  Dent  to  the  committee. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  34—38.*] 

Mr.  De.\x.  I  would  now  like  to  turn  to  the  meetings  I  had  with  the 
President  in  February  and  March  of  this  year. 

I  have  described  to  the  committee  several  matters  that  followed  the 
La  Costa  meeting  which  directly  involved  Presidential  decisionmaking 
and  Presidential  involvement.  I  would  now  like  to  turn  to  my  direct 
dealings  with  the  President  which  began  in  late  February  of  1973 
with  i-egard  to  the  Watergate  and  related  matters.  I  feel  I  can  best 
set  forth  what  transpired  at  these  meetings  by  discussing  what 
occurred  at  each  meeting. 

Meetixg  of  February  27 

This  was  the  first  meeting  I  had  had  with  the  President  since  my 
September  15,  1972,  meeting  which  related  to  the  "Watergate.  It  was 
at  this  meeting  that  the  President  directed  that  I  report  directly  to 
him  regarding  all  Watergate  matters.  He  told  me  that  this  matter 
was  taking  too  much  time  from  Haldeman's  and  Ehrlichman's  normal 
duties  and  he  also  told  me  that  they  were  principals  in  the  matter, 
and  I,  therefore,  could  be  more  objective  than  they.  The  President 
then  told  me  of  his  meetings  with  Senator  Baker  and  the  Attorney 
General.  He  told  me  that  .Senator  Baker  had  requested  that  the  Attor- 
ney General  be  his  contact  point  and  that  I  should  keep  in  contact 
with  the  Attorney  General  to  make  sure  that  the  Attorney  General 
and  Senator  Baker  were  working  together.  Ho  asked  me  to  follow 
up  immediately  to  determine  if  the  Attorney  General  and  Baker  had 
met.  I  informed  him  that  I  had  earlier  discussed  this  with  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Attorney  General  was  planning  to  meet  with  Senatoi 
Bakei  and  .Senator  Ervin  to  discuss  turning  over  FBI  data  regarding 
the  Watergate  investigation. 

A  brief  discussion  followed  in  which  the  President  recounted,  what 
had  already  been  reported  to  me  by  Haldoinan.  that  he  had  told 
Senator  Baker  that  h"  would  not  permit  "White  House  staff  to  appear 
before  till'  SeltMT  Committee,  rather  he  would  only  iicrmit  the  taking 
of  written  interrogatoi'ies.  He  asked  me  i  f  I  agreed  with  this  and  I  said 
that  written   inteiToofatories   were  soniethinir  that  could  be  handled 
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AGENDA 


Matters  to  be  discussed  and  resolved: 

(1)    Baker  mcctinp!  with  President: 

__     Baker  requested  secret  meeting  re   Watergate  hearings. 
--     Baker  told  Timmons  he  wantt  guidance,   but  to  maintain 
his  purity  in  the  Senate  he  doesn't  want  anyone  to  know 
of  meeting  with  the  President. 
--     Timmons  believes  that  Baker  wants  to  help. 
-._     Timmons  does  not  feel  Baker' would  object  if  there  was 
staff  present  during  meeting,    so  long  as  fact  of  meeting 
never  gets  out. 
.-     Meeting  would  be  excellent  chance  to  find  out  what  Baker 
plans  to  do  and  set  up  channel  to  work  with  him. 

(2)    Sending  Stans  up  for  Confirmation: 

_-     V/e  don't  know  if  Stans  wants  to  do  this,  but  we'do  know 
he  wants  to  be  rehabilitated  and  isn't  afraid  to  tell  his 
story  publicly. 

--     Confirmation  hearings  would  help  defuse  Watergate 
.  hearings,    and  the  more  of  this  we  get  to  the  public, 
the  less  impact  the  Watergate  hearings  per  sc  will  have. 

..     This   should  be  resolved  quickly,   because  it  will  only  be 
helpful  if  it  occurs  prior  to  Watergate  hearings.      (Stans 
has  requested  to  see  Dean  on  Feb.    28th  --  upon  his  return 
from  Jamaica.  ) 

(3)  What  to  do  with  Mapruder: 

--    Jeb  wants  to  return  to  White  House   (Bicentennial  project). 

--     May  be  vulnerable  (Sloan)  until  Senate  hearings  are  completed. 

--     Jeb  personally  is  prepared  to  withstand  confirmation  hearings. 

(4)  Use  of  Buchanan  as  Observer /Spokesman  to  keep  press  coverage 
honest: 

--     Watergate  press  coverage  to  date  has  been  dishonest  and 

libelous.      Pat  could  call  them  to  task. 
--     The  hearings  are  going  to  be  partisan.      Pat  could  make 
certain  that  the  public  understands  this. 
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--     Teddy  Kennedy  is  a  moving  force  behind  the  hearings  -- 

this  can  and  should  be  documented.      Pat  could  do  this  well. 

--     The  public  does  not  percievc  Buchanan  as  being  that  close 
to  the  President.     The  basic  question  is  whether  the  White 
House  is  going  to  sit  quietly  and  taUe  the  unwarranted 
abuse  that  is  bound  to  come  fronn  hearings.      We  can't  run 

.    .    a- secret  counter  PR  effort  so  why  not  do  it  openly  and 
respectfully  --  Pat  can  do  ^hat. 

--     Buchanan's  role  will  eliminaternuch  of  the  heat  that 
Zieglcr  will  otherwise  rccieve  and  Ziegler  could  even 
have  Pat  brief  from  time  to  time. 

(5)    Getting  the  A.  G.   back  on  the  reservation: 

--    A.  G.    is  merely  biding  his  time  until  he  returns  to  private 
sector. 

--    A.  G.    is  extremely  loyal  to  the  President  and  if  asked  to 
take  an  active  concern  in  these  hearings   (and  their  fall  out) 
would  do  so  --  otherwise  he  will  probably  do  what  is  best 
for  his  own  self  interest. 

--    A.  G.    should  be  asked  to  remain  in  office  at  least  one  full   .. 
year  from  this  date  (i.e.  ,   until  hearings  have  passed) 
because  hearings  may  well  result  in  request  for  additional 
action  by  DOJ.      A.  G.    can  get  Henry  Petersen  --  who  has 
the  greatest  loyalty  for  the  A.  G.    --  to  handle  sensitive 
problems  with  ease.      V/e  can't  afford  bitterness  in  the  DOJ 
nor  can  we  risk  a  new  A.  G.   being  able  to  grappel  witli  some 
of  the  potential  problems. 
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fact  that  Mr.  Ilagruder  had  leaned  pretty  heavily  on  tlr.  Slosn 
to  alter  his  testinony. 

Q  Did  there  --  strike  that.  In  your  conversation 
\^Lth  lir.  llaldercan,  following  the  meeting  Mr.  Haldcnan  had 
with  the  President,  v?hat  did  Hr.  Haldetaan  say? 

A    He  told  roe  that  Mr.  Magruder  could  not  cone  back 
to  the  White  House.   He  told  me  Magruder  had  wanted  to  xjork, 
in  soiae  capacity,  on  the  Whita  House  staff,  while  assisting 
In  the  Bicentennial,  and  that  tht3  was  just  not  possible. 
The  President  didn't  want  him  back  in  the  ^ftiite  House. 

Q    Did  he  indicate  that  the  President  had  made  a  de- 
cision, however,  about  giving  Mr.  Magruder  some  sort  of  a  job? 

A    Well,  I  frankly  don't  recall  in  how  much  detail  Mr. 
Haldcnan  discussed  that  with  me.  I  know  that  there  was  very 
definitely  a  desire  to  get  Mr.  Magruder  a  job  after  that  de- 
cision was  made,  and  I  think  I  would-be  inferring  rather  than 
have  direct  knowledge. 

Q    Nm*,  did  there  come  a  time,  on  February  27th,  when 
you  met  with  the  President? 

A    Yes,  I  did. 

Q    Prior  thereto,  did  you  have  a  conversation  vjlth  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  in  which  the  subject  of  Executive  Privilege  was 
discussed? 

A    Yes,  I  did. 

Q    Would  you  give  us  the  substance  of  that  conversatioi^? 


DV 
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Exhibit  No.  34-37 

the  white  house 

WASH  I  NGTON 


34-37, 


ADMINISTRATIVELY  CONFIDENTIAL 


February  28,   1973 


MEMORANDUM  FOR: 

FROM: 
SUBJECT: 


LARRY  HIGBY 
JOHN  DEAN 


JERR 


Options  for  Jeb  Magruder 


Listed  below  arc  nine  possible  options  for  Jeb.     Some  wiU  break  more 
china  to  secure  than  others;  where  there  are  problcnris,  I  have  so  noted 
them. 

1.  Assistant  to  the  Secretary,   or  Deputy  Under  Secretary 
of  Commerce  for  Policy  Development,   PA,    Level  IV.     Would  replace 
current  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  Schedule  C, 
Level  V,    authorized  by  E.  O.    11510.      Dent  is  interested  and  we  are 
sending  Jeb's  resume  over. 

2.  Assistant  Secretary  -  Comptroller  of  HEW,   PA, 
Level  V.   Would  require  cancellation  of  E.  O.    11251  and  reissuance  of 
an  E.  O.   to  make  the  position  a  PA.     The  position  has  never  been 
designated  in  terms  of  its  appointment  authority,   but  is  currently 
filled  by  Bruce  Cardwell  on  a  career  basis  (by  fiat).     Even  U  the 
position  were  made  a  PA,    Cardwell  would  still  have  career  rights 
to  the  job.     He  must  be  promoted  elsewhere  and  is  being  considered 
for  social  security  position. 

3.  Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  HEW  for  Management 
Operations,   PA,    Level  IV.     Would  have  reporting  to  him  the  Assis- 
tant Secretaries  for  Administration  (career,  AP,   Level  V)  and  Comp- 
troller (AP,   Level  V).     Would  require  E.O.   and  LevellV  position 
from  pool.     Could  utilize  one  of  two  HEAV  pool  levels  being  cancelled; 
Counsellor  to  the  Secretary  (E.O.    11550)  which  is  vacsn. .    or  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Health  Policy  (E.O.    U604)  currently 
occupied  by  Roger  Egeberg  (D-Calif.)  who  was   -bumped"  into  that 
created  position  from  his  post  of  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  and 
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Scientific  Affairs.     This  option  would  have  to  be  approved  by  Malek 
and  Weinberger  and  is  not  presently  planned  as  an  organizational 
move.     An  additional  problem  would  be  that  Marik,    who  is  going 
into  the  Administration  job  would  probably  have  difficulties  in  being   ■ 
layered  with  Magruder. 

4.  Special  Representative  to, the  Canal  Zone  Negotiations, 
Level  H,    PA,    carrying  the  rank  of  Ambassador.     Anderson  feels  that 
State  would  put  up  strong  resistance  to  Magruder  for  this  position  based 
on  experience  required  and  the  delicate  nature  of  the  current  negoti- 
ations.    We  should  only  undertake  this  option  if  we're  willing  to  cause 
an  uproar  with  Rogers. 

■     .  • 

5.  Director,   Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation,    Department 
of  Interior,  PA,   Level  IV.     Would  require  cancellation  of  E.O.   11262 
and  a  now  one  issued  in  its  place.     The  position  is  currently  a  Schedule 
C,   Level  V  and  is  vacant. 

6.  Associate  Director  of  USIA  for  Research  and  Assess- 
ment, Schedule  C,   Level  V.     Could  issue  an  E.O.  making  the  position 
a  PA.     Currently  vacant.     Kcogh  would  resist  placing  Magruder  along- 
side Strachan  on  the  grounds  of  not  wanting  to  load  his  office  with 
"Watergate  problems.  " 

7.  Deputy  Director  of  SEA.   Schedule  C,   Level  IV.    Could. 
publish'E.O.  making  position  PA.     Currently  occupied  by  Tony  Chase 
who  would-be  a  top  flight  General  Counsel  for  a  large  Department  or 

a  Federal  Judge.     We  do  not  now  have  a  General  Counsel  position  for 
Chase  although  the  Commerce  job  will  probably  be  open  within  the 
next  three  or  four  months. 

8.  National  Director,   U.   S.  Savings  Bond  Program,    De- 
partment of  Treasury,   PA,   Level  IV  or  V.    Would  require  E.O.    and  level 
from  pool.   The  position  is  currently  a  NEA,   GS-I8  and  is  vacant.     I 
doubt  Jeb  would  t.ike  this  job.  . 

9.  "Deputy  Chairman  and/or  Executive  Director  of  the 
National  Endownnient  for  the  Humanities,   PA,    Level  IV.   Would  re- 
quire E.O.   and  level  IV  or  V  from  pool.     Chairman  is  a  Level  III  and 
does  not  have  a  Deputy  Chairman/Top  Staff  Executive.     In  the  twLn 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts  the  Chairman  (Level  III)  does  have 

an  NEA,   GS-IS,    Deputy  Chairman  who  serves  as  the  top  staff  executive. 
I  doubt  Jeb  would  take  this  position. 

In  summary,  my  top  two  recommendations  ^vould  be  the  Commerce 
planning  job  or  the  Comptroller  job  at  HEW.     All  the  others  would   - 
create  difficulties  of  one  kind  or  another  were  we  to  place  Jeb 
into  them. 
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45.       On  February  22,  1973  H.  R.  Haldeman  asked  John  Dean  to  prepare 
a  briefing  paper  for  a  meeting  between  the  President  and  Attorney 
General  Richard  Kleindienst.  Haldeman  told  Dean  not  to  transmit  the 
memorandum  through  normal  channels,  but  to  hand  carry  it  to  him.  Dean 
prepared  a  briefing  paper  stating  that  Kleindienst  would  probably  like 
to  leave  government  to  accept  an  offer  he  had  received  from  a  law  firm 
but  that  "Kleindienst  is  extremely  loyal  to  the  President  and  will  do 
anything  asked  of  him  by  the  President."  (Emphasis  in  original.) 
The  memorandum  set  forth  recommendations  for  retaining  Kleindienst  as 
Attorney  General.  On  February  23,  1973  the  President  met  with  Kleindienst 
from  10:08  to  10:52  a.m.  Kleindienst  testified  that  the  President  asked 
him  to  stay  as  Attorney  General  until  the  Watergate  situation  was  over 
and  discussed  Kleindienst 's  role  as  liaison  to  the  minotity  members  of 
the  Senate  Select  Committee. 
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Exhibit  No.  34-36 
THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

WAS  H  I  N  GTON 


February  22,    1973 


MEMORANDUM  FOR: 
FROM: 


H.  R,    HALDEMAN 
JOHN  DEArt    ''■ 


I  did  not  use  the  prescribed  format  because  I  understand 
that  you  do  not  want  this  to  pass  into  the  channels. 
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Talking  Points  for  Mcetinc;  with  the  Attorney  General 

Background: 

--    Klcindienst  is  biding  his  time  until  he  returns  to  private 
law  practice.      He  has  discussed  j'oining  several  law  firins, 
and  has  a  particularly  attractive  offer;from  one  that  he 
would  probably  like  to  accept. 

--    Kleindienst  is  less  than  enthusiastic  about  helping  to  solve 
some  of  the  tough  problems  Related  to  the  forthcoming 
Watergate  hearings.      He  doesn't  want  to  get  himself 
involved  in  any  controversy  at  this  time. 

--    The  morale  at  the  Department  of  Justice  is  low  because 
they  are  extremely  loyal  to  Kleindienst,   but  think  the 
White  House  is  trying  to  force  him  out, 

--    Kleindienst  is  extremely  loyal  to  the  President  and  will 
do  anything  asked  of  him  by  the  President. 

Recommendations : 


Kleindienst  should  be  asked  to  remain  in  office  at  least 
one  full  year  from  this  date  (i.  c.  ,   until  after  the  Watergate 
hearings  have  passed),   because  the  hearings  may  well 
result  in  a  request  for  additional  action  by  the  Department 
of  Justice.     We  can't  afford  bitterness  at  Justice  nor  can 
we  risk  a  new  Attorney  General  being  able  to  handle  some 
of  the  potential  problems. 

Kleindienst  should  be  asked  to  follow  the  hearings  closely 
and  keep  us  apprised  of  any  potential  problems  from  a 
Department  of  Justice  standpoint, 

Kleindicnrrt  should  be  given  the  feeling  that  he  is  an  important 
member  of  the  team  and  it  is  not  merely  becaure  of  these 
hearings  that  he  is  being  asked  to  stay  on. 
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Finally,  I  waj  told  that  both  the  President  and  Senator  Baker  had 
disciissoci  that  I  here  should  be  an  effort  to  get  the  hearings  over  as 
quickly  as  possible. 

This  report  of  the  meeting  which  Haldeman  gave  me  was  later  con- 
firmed in  discussions  I  had  with  the  President  myself  in  early  March 

On  February  2-2,  Mr.  Haldeman  requested  that  I  prepare  a  briefing 
paper  for  the  President's  meeting  that  day  with  Attorney  General 
Kleindienst.  Throughout  the  Watergate  investigation  Hajdeman  aJid 
particularly  Eluiichman,  had  complained  about  'Sh:  Kleindienst's 
passive  role  in  the  investigation  and  prosecution.  Haldeman  and^Ehr- 
lichman  were  both  aware  of  the  strained  relatiouj-hip  between  Klein- 
dienst and  the  White  House.  I  knew  that  Ehrlichman  was  riding  hard 
on  the  Justice  Department  in  an  effort  to  undermine  Mr.  Kleindienst. 
I  also  knew  from  conversations  with  Kleindienst  that  he  had  little 
affection  for^Ir.  Ehi'lichman. 

The  Senate  Watergate  hearings  presented  the  real  possibility  of  the 
Justice  Department  having  to  make  further  criminal  investigations 
that  would  lead  back  to  the  "VMiite  House.  Accordingly,  the  President 
was  the  only  one  who  could  bring  i[r.  Kleindienst  back  in  the  family 
to  protect  the  ^Y\.nte  House  and  "this  meeting  was  designed  to  do  just 
that.  As  a  result  of  Senator  Baker's  request  that  Kleindienst  be  his 
contact  point,  the  President  had  a  perfect  vehicle  to  solicit  Klein- 
dienst's assistance  during  the  hearings  and,  if  anything  should  develop 
during  the  hearings,  to  not  let  all  hell  break  loose  in  a  subsequent 
investigation. 

I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  a  cojiy  of  the  briefing  paper  I  was 
requested  to  prepare. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  34-36.*] 

Mr.  Deax.  I  know  that  this  document  went  to  the  President  because 
just  before  the  meeting  was  to  occur,  I  realized  that  the  President 
might  not  understand  the  reference  to  the  fact  that  K!eindicn.st  was 
considering  one  particularly  attracti\e  offer  fiom  a  law  firm  that  he 
was  likely  to  accept.  1  called  Haldeman  to  explain  this,  but  Haldeman 
said  the  paper  had  gone  in  and  the  President  would  understand  tliat 
this  was  a  reference  to  Governor  Connally's  law  firm  because  Governor 
Connall  v  had  discussed  it  with  the  President. 

The  President  subsequently  discussed  this  meeting  with  me  in  early 
March.  He  told  me  that  he  would  continue  to  call  ilr.  Kleindienst  from 
time  to  time,  but  I  should  also  make  certain  that  Kleindienst  was  work- 
ing closely  with  Senator  Baker  in  preparation  for  the  Select  Committee 
hearings. 

^?3^nern:ioned  earlier,  I  had  also  been  informed  that  the  President 
had  made  a  decision  that  Magruder  could  not  return  to  the  '\'\lnte 
House.  Magruder  had  been  working  at  the  inaugural  committee  and 
even  before  the  inauguration  he  told  me  that  he  had  called  ^Ir.  Higby 
requesting  a  meeting  with  Haldeman  to  discuss  his  future.  After  the 
inauguration,  ^Magruder  told  me  that  he  had  to  decide  what  he  was 
going  to  do.  Prior  to  that  meeting  I  had  informed  Haldeman  that  ilr. 
O'Brien  had  had  some  discussions  with  Magruder  and  that  ]\[agruder 
had  indicated  that  Haldeman  and  Colson  were  veiy  much  involved 
in  the  planning  and  approval  of  the  Liddy  operation. 


•See  p.  12.47. 
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Note  at  the  bottom:  Have  just  learned  that  Baker  has  publicly 
announced  the  appointment  of  Fred  Thompson  as  chief  minority  coun- 
sel. Timnions  has  recommended  Geor<je  Webster  as  our  candidate. 

Senator  Baker.  Just  out  of  curiosity,  ilr.  Dean,  since  this  agenda 
was  prepared  at  some  lenMh  first,  did  you  dictate  it  ?  " 

Mr.  De.\x.  I  did,  and  again,  this  is  based  on  the  meetin"-  that 
occurred  at  La  Costa  and  the  discussions  I  had  ■with  Mr.  Haldeman 
and  Ehrlichman. 

Senator  Baker.  Can  you  enlighten  us;  How  much  of  this  agenda 
was  covered  at  sucli  meeting  ? 

Mr.  Dean.  I  only  know  what  came  out,  was  reported  to  me  by  the 
President  and  Mr.  Haldeman  that  the  thrust  of  the  meetmc  really 

was  your  calling  upon  the  President  to ° 

Senator  Baker.  To  waive  executive  privilege  ? 

Mr.  Dean  [continuing].  To  waive  executive  privilege  is  correct. 
And  I  also — the  President  told  me  that  you  agreed  that  the  hearings 
should  be  over  as  soon  as  possible.  If  they  lingered,  it  would  be 
damaging. 

Senator  Baker.  It  also  is  your  information  that  there  was  not  a  sug- 
gestion as  to  minority  counsel  which  had  been  announced  on  the 
same  day. 
Mr.  Dean.  Had  been  announced,  that  is  correct. 
Senator  Baker.  All  right,^o  ahead,  Mr.  Dean. 

Mr.  Dean.  The  next  significant  document  leading  up  to  my  meetings 
that  some  of  these  things  were  discussed  on  the  27th  and  2Sth  was  a 
Vjilipalf """"'"  t)y  Mr.  Haldeman. 
benator  Baker.  Do  you  have  an  exhibit  number? 
Mr.  Dean.  Yes,  sir.  This  is  exhibit  No.  34-36.  And  I  have  a  cover 
note  on  this.  I  hand-carried  the  other  agenda  over  to  Mr.  Haldeman 
whereas  this  one  there  was  a  little  more  time.  He  had  asked  me  not 
to  send  it  through  normal  channels,  so  there  is  a  cover  note  on  "Mem.o- 
randuni  for  H.  R.  Haldeman  from  John  Dean.  I  did  not  use  the  pre- 
scribed format  because  I  understand  you  do  not  want  this  to  pass  into 
channels." 

alking  Point  for  Meeting  With  the  Attorney  General 

Senator  Baker.  I  think  we  just  talked  out,  Mr.  Dean.  I  think  that 
13  another  rollcall  vote.  Would  the  committee  like  to  try  to  alternate 
we  are  on  10-minute  voting  cycles,  I  do  not  think  we  can 

Senator  Taliiadge.  If  the  chairman  desires,  I  have  one  or  two  very 
brief  questions.  I  think  I  can  complete  them  in  about  5  minutes  while 
you  go  vote,  and  when  you  return  I  will  go  vote. 

Senator  Baker.  Does  that  suit  you,  Mr.  Dean  ? 

IVIr.  Dean.  Whatever  pleases  the  Chair. 

Senator  Baker.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Mr.  Dean,  you  have  been  in  the  chair  now  for 
4  days  and  I  know  how  weary  you  must  be.  and  I  will  be  extremely 
brief.  There  are  one  or  two  things  I  would  like  some  clarification  on. 
You  have  testified  rcpeatedlv  that  even  thoush  you  were  counsel  to 
the  President,  you  had  no  direct  access  to  the  President  except  o-oino- 
through  Mr.  Haldeman  and  ilr.  Ehrlichman;  is  that  correct » "^      " 
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Mr.  Dash.  Yes,  but  you  had  not  completed.  I  think  Senator  Tal- 
madge,  as  he  was  leaving,  I  think  the  last  words  said  was  the  person 
taking  the  blame  was  Chuck  Colson  and  the  followup  question  would 
have  been,  who  was  he  taking  the  blame  for  ? 

Mr.  Deax.  1\q  was  taking  the  blame  for  Mr.  Haldeman  who  had 
authorized  the  uds.  There  is  one  other  example  that  gets  into  an  area 
I  believe  you  indicated  you  were  going  to  question  me  on,  and  that  is 
based  on  information  that  I  have  directly  from  Mr.  Krogh,  that  it 
appears  to  me  that  based  on  a  conversation  I  had  with  Mr.  Krogh 
that  he  is  taking  the  blame  for  something. 

Senator  Baker.  Do  you  know  who  ? 

Mr.  Dean.  I  believe  the  President  of  the  United  States.. 

Senator  Baker.  Maybe  you  ought  to  elaborate  on  that  a  little. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  Dean.  Well,  it  was  on  either  the  28th  or  29th  of  March  that  Mr. 
Krogh  came  to  my  office,  he  stopped  by  to  express  his  sympathy  for 
the  adverse  publicity  I  had  received  as  a  result  of  the  Gray  hearings 
and  asked  me  how  I  was  holding  up  and  I  said,  "Fine,  it  is  not  very 
pleasant  but  my  hands  are  tied  and  I  can't  speak."  He  said,  he  then 
began  a  discussion  about  how  he  had  been  haunted  ever  since  he  left 
the  White  House  about  his  own  experiences  there,  and  then  we  got  into 
a  discussion  of  the  fact  that  there  was  evidence  within  the  files  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  indicating  leads  that  might  let  the  investi- 
gators from  this  committee  discover  the  fact  of  the  Ellsberg  burglary 
and  we  began  discussing  it.  I  asked  him  then  if  that  had  been  au- 
thorized by  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  and  he  told  me — knowing  Mr.  Krogh 
pretty  well  and  Icnowing  Mr.  Krogh  had  a  similar  level  as  myself  and 
didn't,  would  not  start  something  of  that  dimension  without  clearing 
it  with  someone,  and  he  told  me,  no,  that  to  his  knowledge,  Mr.  Ehrlich- 
man had  not  learned  about  it  until  after  the  fact  and  told  me  that  his 
orders  had  come  directly  from  the  Oval  Office,  and  I  was  somewhat 
surprised  and  so  surprised  I  said,  "You  have  got  to  be  kidding."  and 
he  repeated  again  no,  he  said,  they  came  from  the  Oval  Office. 

Senator  Baker.  This  was  Mr.  Krogh  speaking  ? 

Mr.  Deax.  Yes,  sir.  And  subsequently,  of  course,  he  has  under  a 
^jjmji^^l^ment  said  that  he  was  totally  responsible  for  the  matter. 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Dean,  it  is  now  a  little  after  4:30  and  in  defer- 
ence to  my  colleagues,  I  am  not  going  to  try  to  finish  with  the  list  of 
questions  and  topics  that  I  thought  I  outlined  to  you  earlier.  What 
I  would  like  to  do  for  about  '10  minutes,  almost  15  minutes,  say,  to  4 :45 
is  to  go  once  again  to  the  narrow  focus  of  what  the  President  knew  and 
when  he  knew  it,  relative  to  Watergate.  So  would  you  please  move  then 
to  the  next  situation. 

Mr.  Deax.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Baker.  That  would  shed  any  light  on  that. 

Mr.  Deax.  And  that  would  be  a  document  which  was  forwarded 
to  the  President  that  I  was  just  referring  to,  as  we  ended  our  con- 
versation, and  it  is  exhibit  Xo.  34-36,*  for  talking  points  for  a  meeting 
with  the  Attorney  General.  This  was  a  request  that  I  prepare  this  by 
Mr.  Haldeman  and  send  it  not  through  normal  channels  for  a  meeting 
but  rather  directly  to  him  because  of  the  sensitivity  of  the  documents. 

•Exhibit  34-36  was  printed  In  Book  3. 


(588) 


45. 3     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  28,    1973,    4  SSC  1488,    1491-92 

1492 

Background,  Kleindienst  is  biding  his  time  until  he  returns  to  private  law 
practice.  He  has  discussed  joining  several  law  firms  and  has  a  particularly  at- 
tractive offer  from  one  tliat  he  would  probably  lilie  to  accept.  Kleindienst  is  less 
than  enthusiastic  about  lielping  to  solve  some  of  the  tough  problems  relating  to 
the  fortlicoming  Watergate  hearings.  He  does  not  want  to  get  himself  involved 
in  any  toutroversy  at  this  time.  The  morale  of  the  Depat-tment  of  .Justice  i.'i  low 
because  they  are  extremely  loyal  to  Kleindienst  but  tliey  think  the  White  House 
is  trying  to  force  him  out.  Kleindienst  is  extremely  loyal  to  the  President  and 
will  do  anything  asked  of  liim  by  the  President. 

Kleindienst  should  be  asked  to  remain  in  office  at  least  one  full  year  from  this 
date,  that  is  until  after  tlie  Watergate  hearings  have  passed  because  the  hearings 
may  well  result  in  a  request  for  additional  action  by  the  Department  of  Justice. 
We  can't  afford  l)itterness  at  the  Justice  Department  nor  can  we  risk  a  new  At- 
torney General  being  able  to  handle  some  of  the  potential  problems.  Kleindienst 
should  be  asked  to  follow  tlie  hearings  closely  and  keep  us  apprised  of  any 
potential  problems  from  a  Department  of  Justice  standpoint.  Kleindienst  should 
be  given  a  feeling  that  lie  is  an  important  member  of  the  team  and  not  merely 
because  of  these  hearings  is  he  being  asked  to  stay  on. 

Senator  Baker.  Of  course,  Mr.  Kleindienst  did  not  stay  on ;  is  that 
right? 

Mr.  Dean.  His  resignation  was  accepted,  I  believe,  on  April  30. 

Senator  Baker.  Just  out  of  curiosity,  is  it  your  personal  knowledge 
that  Mr.  Kleindienst's  resignation  was  not  requested  but  rather  was 
tendered  by  Mr.  Kleindienst. 

MjjDg^fjJThat  is  my  understanding. 

5enato^BAKER.  Go  ahead,  sir. 


Mr.  Dean.  The  first  meeting  that  I  had  after  these  series  of  docu- 
ments were  exchanged  and  I  got,  I  was  told  of  the  results  of  the  meet- 
ings in  the  first  instance  by  Mr.  Haldeman,  and  subsequently  by  the 
President  himself  when  I  met  with  him,  that  meeting  was  on  February 
27  and  it  was  at  this  meeting  that  the  President  asked  me  to  report 
directly  to  him  on  all  Watergate  matters.  There  had  been  a  great  ex- 
change of  this  type  of  memorandums  back  and  forth  into  the  Presi- 
dent's office  and  out.  He  indicated  to  mie  at  that  time  that  this  was 
consuming  a  great  deal  of  time  of  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman, 
and  that  at  that  time  he  also  indicated  to  me  that  they  were  principals 
and  he  felt  that  I  could  be  more  objective  in  this  matter. 

We  had,  I  think,  a  lengthy  discussion  about  that  this  morning  with 
one  of  the  members  of  the  panel.  As  I  indicated,  it  was  at  this  meeting 
that  the  President  also  repeated  what  had  earlier  been  reported  to  me 
by  Mr.  Haldeman,  about  your  meeting  with  the  President,  in  which 
you  had  told  the  President  that  you  suggested  he  waive  executive 
privilege.  He  had  told  you  that  he  was  going  to  hold  the  line  at  written 
interrogatories,  and  he  asked  me  that  time  what  did  I  think  about  that, 
and  I  said  I  certainly  thought  that  written  interrogatories  could  be 
handled.  He  also  discussed  the  fact  that  he  didn't  want  Mr.  Halde- 
man and  Ehrlichman  to  appear  on  the  Hill. 

Senator  Bakkr.  Incidentally,  ^Ir.  Dean,  at  that  point,  as  we  know, 
you  are  here  without  a  claim  of  executive  privilege.  Mr.  Haldeman, 
^Ir.  Dean — I  mean  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  are  under 
stibpena  and  it  is  our  understanding  that  they  will  appear  without  a 
claim  of  executive  privilege. 

Can  you  identify  the  point  at  which  this  position  at  the  Wliite  House 
was  reversed  and  that  those  privileges  indeed  were  waived? 

Mr.  Dean.  I  believe  it  was  probably  in  late  April,  I  don't  know  for 
certain,  maybe  it  was  IVIay,  maybe  it  was  June,  the  position  was  evolv- 
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Swearing-in  Ceremony  for  Cabinet  and 
Subcabinet  --  Kleindienst  attended 


February  8,    1973 
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Breakfast  Meeting  with  Members  of  the 
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President  received  local  call  from  Kleindienst 
President  placed  local  call  to  Kleindienst 
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Mr.  DoRSKX.  Yes. 

Air.  IvLEiNniKXST.  Without  something  else  to  prod  my  memory  I 
have  no  recollection  of  that. 

Afr.  DonsEN".  Well,  I  vilU  read  from  page  5285  of  Mr.  Ehrlichman's 
testimony  before  this  committee : 

There  came  a  time  when  there  was  a  feeling  that,  at  least  on  my  part,  haseil 
upon  what  Mr.  Dean  was  telling  me  about  the  unfolding  of  this  thing,  that  Mr. 
Magruder  may  have  had  some  involvement  and  that  culminated  in  a  meeting 
with  the  Attorney  General  at  the  end  of  .Tuly,  on  July  21,  where  Magruder  was 
specifically  discussed,  but  just  where  in  there  I  acquired  information  I  can't 
tell  you. 

Mr.  Kleindienst.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  meeting.  The 
only  recollection  I  have  of  anybody  ever  saying  anything  to  me 
about  Mr.  Magruder  was  Mr.  Petersen's  characterization  to  me  after 
he  appeai-ed  before  the  grand  jury  as  a  witness,  tliat  he  said.  Magruder 
just  barely,  you  know,  got  by.  As  a  result  of  our  conversation,  I 
gathered  he  meant  by  that  that  he  didn't  sound  like  a  credible  witness. 

However,  there  was  no  other  evidence  available  to  the  U.S.  Attorney 
to  contradict  what  he  said  and  that  is  the  only  characterization  of  Mr. 
Magruder  that  I  heard. 

Incidentally,  Mr.  Dorsen,  let  me  make  another  gratuitous  statement, 
if  I  may,  and  that  is  about  these  three  young  lawyers  in  the  U.S. 
Attorney's  Office  who  conducted  this  investigation.  To  me  those  three, 
along  with  Mr.  Petersen,  are  the  unsung  heroes  of  the  AVatergate  case. 
I  think  a  lot  of  people  should  be  given  a  lot  of  credit,  the  Senate,  the 
press,  Judge  Sirica,  but  there  haven't  been  very  many  people  around 
talking  about  these  cai-eer  people  in  my  Department. 

These  three  young  men  were  career  lawyers.  I  believe  that  they  are 
all  Democrats.  They  were  there  before  we  came  in.  They  were  given 
this  assignment  bv  tlie  U.S.  Attorney  and  thev  were  never  interfered 
with.  Under  very  difficult  circumstances,  the  obvious  political  notoriety 
of  it,  the  problems  with  respect  to  the  press,  the  interest  of  the  Nation 
with  respect  to  this  terrible,  reprehensible  event  that  had  occurred, 
imi)osed  upon  these  voung  men  a  burden  that  few  prosecutors,  I  think, 
have  ever  had.  T  had  complete  faith  in  them  throughout  this  thing.  I 
do  today.  And  I  hope  someday  that  they  will  get  the  recognition  that 
they  really  deserve  for  conducting  a  thorough,  comprehensive  investi- 
gation. 

And  let  me  conclude  my  gratuity  by  this  remark,  that  this  case,  it 
seems  to  me,  was  ultimately  broken  not  bv  Magruder  and  Air.  Dean 
going  to  the  Senate,  or  the  press,  or  the  judge,  but  by  going  to  the 
U.S.  Attorney's  Office  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  Air.  Silbert,  Mr. 
Glanzer,  and  'Mr.  Campbell,  and  giving  them  the  information  that 
really  had  unfolded  this  and  brought  us  to  the  point  where  we  are 
today. 

Excuse  the  interruption  but  I  wanted  to  make  that  testimony  for 
^gm^^fiTj^^ie  men  that  T  admire  very  much. 


House  NT.  All  right.  Mr.  Kleindienst. 

I  would  like  to  mo\  e  ahead  to  February  22,  1973,  and  to  your  meet- 
ing with  the  President  on  that  day  and  ask  you  if  you  can  sununarizc 
for  the  committee  what  occurred. 

Mr.  Ki.EixniEXST.  February  22, 1973. 

Mr.  DoRSEX.  Correct. 
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Mr.  Kleindiexst.  Witliout  sometliin^  t'lse  to  piod  my  menior}',  Mr. 
Doi-sen,  I  haven't  the  slio^litest  idea.  Incidentally,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
committee  and  counsel,  thron<,^hout  the  time  that  1  was  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  I  did  not  keep  lengthy  memos  of  my  convei-sations.  I 
didn't  write  memos  to  the  file.  1  didn't  write  self-cong-ratulatory 
memos  back  and  forth.  When  1  dealt  with  people  at  the  White  House 
and  with  tlie  Presitlent  of  the  [Tnited  States  I  did  it  as  a  Cabinet 
officer,  as  the  Attorney  (leneral,  in  good  faith.  1  gave  him  iny  best 
opinions  at  the  time  and  I  did  not  keep  copious  memorandums  for  the 
benefit  of  my  grandchildren  50  yeai-s  from  now  or  anybody  else.  Con- 
sequently, and  1  think  you  can  see  there  as  a  result  of  my  logs,  that  it 
would  not  be  unconnnon  for  me  to  have  50,  60,  or  70  telephone  calls  or 
meetings  in  a  day. 

So,  unless  you  have  something  else  about  February  2'2  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  I  haven't  the  slightest  idea  what  I  did  then. 
Air.  DoiisEN.  I  believe  we  raised  it  witli  you  at  ojie  of  the  preparatory 
sessions  and  A[r.  Dean  testified  about  it  as  the  meeting  in  which  you 
were  trying  to  be  brought  back  into  the  family,  where  the  agenda  was 
prepared  and  I  think  etforts  were  made  to  have  you  stay  on  as  Attorney 
General  past  the  deadline  which  you  had  set  for  yourself. 

Mr.  Kleindiexst.  Well,  I  dicin't  know  that  I  wasn't  a  member  of 
the  family.  The  President  of  the  United  States,  incidentally,  never 
gave  that  indication  to  me.  I  never  liad  anything  but  the  finest  rela- 
tionship with  him.  Again,  for  the  record,  the  only  instniction  the 
President  of  the  United  States  ever  gave  me  at  any  time  after  Water- 
gate was  to  see  to  it  that  the  Department  of  Justice  and  the  FBI  con- 
ducted a  thorough,  complete,  intensi\e  investigation,  and  I  think  the 
l)lirase  that  he  usetl  several  times  is,  let  the  chips  fall  where  they  will. 
If  that  was  tlie  meeting,  however,  at  which  the  President  discussed 
with  me  my  tenure  in  the  Depaitment  of  Justice,  and  I  don't  know  if 
it  was  that  date  or  not,  I  did  have  such  a  meeting  because  I  recall  the 
President  asking  me  to  come  up  to  see  him  on  rather  short  notice. 

By  way  of  preface,  before  the  election  i  connnunicated  to  the  Presi- 
dent through  Mr.  Mitchell  the  fact  that  I  would  like  to  stay  as  the 
Attoiney  (lencral  until  September  1978  which  would  be  coterminus 
^vith  the  expiration  of  my  term  as  President  of  the  Federal  Bar  Asso- 
ciation. My  reason  foi'  doing  so  was  one  strictly  of  financial  reasons. 
I  will  have  three  children  in  college  this  year.  My  service  in  the  Gov- 
ernment had  depleted  a  rather  modest  estate.  And  I  just  could  not 
afford  to  stay  longer  in  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

After  the  election,  when  I  had  meetings  at  Camp  David,  I  went  to 
Europe  for  10  days  and  had  meetings  witli  respect  to  drug  enforce- 
ment matters  in  London,  Paris,  Madrid,  and  Bonn.  I  was  informed 
by  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  that  my  request  had  been 
acquiesced  in  and  then  I  had  a  subsequent  meeting  with  the  President 
in  which  he  likewise  said  that  that  would  be  fine. 

At  a  meeting  after  the  inauguration  and  before  April  15,  whether  it 
was  February  -22  or  not,  Mr.  Dorsen,  the  President  called  me  in  and  he 
said,  "Dick,  I  don't  want  you  to  think  about  leaving  as  the  Attorney 
General  in  September."  He  said,  "I  understand  vour  personal  cir- 
cumstances. It  is  going  to  be  a  hardship  for  you,  but  I  have  to  have 
you  stay  until  this  Watergate  situation  is  over."  He  said,  "I  just  can't 
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have  a  new  Attorney  General,  confirmation  and  all  the  problems,  and 
somebody  coming  in  braiidnew  right  now.'' 

As  I  always  liave  tried  to  do,  I  tried  to  respect  the  wishes  of  the 
Presider.t  of  the  United  States.  I  said,  "I  hope  it  is  not  going  to  be  long 
after  Septemlier.  1  won't  be  tliinkiiig  of  that  date  now.  I  want  to  get 
out  of  heic  as  soon  as  I  can,  bnt  I  will  agree  with  you  tliat  1  will  not 
.gubmiyn^^slgnation  in  September." 

nrnDoRShiN.  I  am  going  to  pass  by 


certain  other  events  that  oc- 
curred in  this  period,  }ncluding  any  role  you  may  have  played  in  the 
confirmation  hearings  of  Mr.  Gray,  your  receipt  of  any  records  from 
the  CIA,  and  discussions  as  to  the  role  you  were  perhaps  to  play  in 
connection  with  this  committee,  and  direct  your  attention  instead  at 
this  time  to  a  conversation  I  believe  you  had  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  on 
March  28,  1973. 

Do  you  recall  that  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Kleindeenst.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  May  we  have  shown  to  the  witness  what  purports  to 
be  a  transcript  of  a  conversation  on  March  28,  1973,  between  Mr. 
Kleindienst  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

Mr.  Kleindienst.  Is  that  the  one  that  Mr.  Ehrlichman  taped? 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Kleindienst.  Then  I — T  have  had  my  memory  vividly  refreshed 
with  respect  to  that  conversation. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Did  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  before  that  conversation  started, 
tell  you  he  was  taping  it  ? 

Mr.  Kleindienst.  No,  sir.  And  if  he  had,  some  of  the  words  that  I 
used  and  that  appear  in  this  exliibit  would  not  have  been  said  by  me, 
Mr.  Dorsen. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  Well,  in  the  interests  of  moving  along  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  question  you  about  the  contents  of  that  convei-sation  but 
merely  about  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  not  advising  you. 

Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Ehrlichman  made  a  practice  of  recording 
tliese  phone  calls? 

Mr.  Kleindienst.  I  don't  know.  I  learned  of  this  as  a  result  of  these 
hearings.  I  don't  think  I  have  language,  appropriate  language  in  a 
public  hearing  of  tliis  kind,  to  describe  the  reaction  that  I  had  when 
I  learned  of  this.  I  think  it  is  reprehensible.  I  think  it  is  incredible. 
The  concept  of  somebody  at  the  ^Yliite  House  taping  a  telejihone  con- 
versation with  the  Attornev  General  of  the  United  States  when  he  is 
talking  to  them  about  business  that  relates  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  is  iust  bevond  my  comprehension.  And  like  I  sav,  I  don't 
want  to  be  subiective  but  I  don't  think  I  have  at  mv  command  language 
that  adequately  expresses  my  feelings  about  this  incident. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  Does  that  document  that  T  have  shown  you  appear  to 
be  an  accurate  transcription  of  the  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Kleindienst.  T  think  so. 

^^r.  Dorsen.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  T  request  that  the  transcript  be 
placed  in  evidence? 

ISlr.  Ki.eindtenst.  T  would  like  to  have  the  opportunity  for  the  bene- 
fit of  two  persons  who  used  to  1>p  friends  of  mine.  Senator  Wcicker 
and  Judge  Sirica,  to  explain  some  of  the  concepts  that  T  had  and  why 
I  used  some  of  the  language  that  T  did  as  a  result  of  my  conversation 
with  IVIr.  Ehrlichman. 
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office  and  that  what  he's  been  telling  as  —  saying  to  then  — 
iraplicates  people  high  and  loi*  in  the  rThxte   House  and  the 
Campaign  Cooniittee.   Have  a  good  time  at  the  yhlte  House 
Correspondents  Dinner."   Click.   Do'.vn  goes  the  phone.   That's 
all  I  ever  knew  about  that. 

Q    Let  me  back  track  in  time  and  then  we'll  pick  up 
again.   We  sort  of  got  ahead  of  ourselves. 

Sometirae  in  February,  late  February  of  1973,  did 
you  have  a  conversation  with  President  Nixon  concerning  the 
Ervin  Committee? 

A    Well,  I  remember  tallying  to  him  on  the  telephone  a 
couple  of  times  about  that  situation. 

Q    '.That  do  you  recall? 

A    The  general  subject  matter  was  that  I  think,  becausei 
of  the  request  of  Senator  Baker,  that  I  was  to  be  the  liaison 
between  the  White  House  and  the  minority  menbers  of  the  Ervln 
Conunittee  with  respect  to  their  procedures.   And  the  thing 
that  was  troublesome  tu  the  White  House,  at  that  time,  were 
the  terms  and  circumstances  under  which  top  people  at  the 
White  House,  such  as  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  and  Dean,  et 
cetera,  were  going  to  be  giving  testimony  to  the  Ep/i.n  Com- 
mittee.  That  was  the  general  subject  matter. 

Once,  the  President  reported  to  me  thatrsomebody  on 
taker's  staff  had  complained  to  the  White  House  that  I  wasn't 
available  to  Senator  Baker,  and  that  got  me  upset  because 
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46.       Dean  has  testified  that  prior  to  February  27,  1973  that  he  told 
Ehrlichman  that  he  would  not  be  able  to  assert  executive  privilege  since 
he  had  so  little  personal  contact  with  the  President.  On  February  27, 
1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean  and  directed  him  to  assume  respon- 
sibility for  Watergate-related  matters .  Both  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 
have  testified  that  the  President  believed  that  they  were  spending  too  much 
of  their  time  on  Watergate  matters.  Dean  has  testified  that  at  this 
meeting  the  President  instructed  Dean  to  report  directly  to  him  on  all 
Watergate  matters.  There  was  discussion  of  preparation  for  the  Senate 
Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Acitivities  hearings,  which 
included  a  discussion  of  the  President's  meetings  with  Senator  Howard 
Baker,  of  executive  privilege,  of  the  minority  counsel  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  whether  the  White  House  staff  would  be  permitted  to  testify 
before  the  Select  Committee.  Dean  testified  that  the  President  stated 
he  would  not  permit  White  House  staff  members  to  appear  before  the  Select 
Committee,  but  would  only  permit  the  answering  of  written  interrogatories. 
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101530 

MEETINGS  AND  TEJ.EPHOKF.  COXVER3ATIOMS  BZTV/SEM 
THE  PRESIDENT  AND  JOHN  V/.    DEAN,    III 


Ko  contact  between  Iha  President  and  Jolm  \V .    Dean,    III.    during  January, 
February,    and  March  1972 


April  13.    1972 

PM  4:31        4:34       President  met  with  Frank  peMarco,    Jr.  ,   and 

John  Dean  to  sign   1971  income  tax  returns. 


May  1,    1972 

PM    3:02        3:07     President  had  photo  opportunity  in  Rose  Garden  for 

National  Secretaries  Week.     Mr.   Daan  attended 


No  contact  between  the  President  and  John  V/.   Dean,   III,   during  June  and 
July  1972.  .         ■ 


A-ugust  14,    1?72 

PM  The  President  met  to  sign  personal  legal  docunrvents  with: 

12:45     1:11  The  First  Lady 

12:49     1:09  John  J.    RatcMord 

12:49     1:11  Mr.    Butterfield 

12:49     1:11  Mr.    Haldeman 

12:49     1:12  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

12:49     1:12  Jolm  V/.    Dean,    Ul 

12:49     1:12  John  H.    Alexander 

12:49     1:12  Richard  S.    Ritzcl 

Mo  other  contact  durin;i  AuL;ast  1972 


ftttiX!-.       J/./U(r^    'y/cu:. 
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Septombsr   15,    1972 

PTvI  The  President  met  wiLn: 


10i5v^Q 


3:15     6:17 
5:27    6:17 


jvlr.    rlaldeman 
Mr.    Dean 


(The  President  talked  with  Mr.    MacGregor  by- 
phone  from  5:36  to  5:33) 


No  other  contact  during  September   1972 


October  9,    1972 

PM    3:10     3:34         The  President  met  with  Samuel  Newhouse,    President 

of  Nev.houss  Newspapers  and  Nev/house  Broadcastino- 
and  Herb  IQein. 
3:23    3:34         John  Dean  joined  the  meeting. 


November  8,    1972 


The  President  attended  a  senior  staff  meeting  in  the 
Roosevelt  Room.     Mr.  -John  Dean  was  in 
attendance. 


November  12,    1972 

8:40     8:44  The  President  m.et  aboard  "Spirit  of    !76"  v/ith 

Rose  Mary  \'y'oods  and  Mr.    and  Mrs.    John  Dean 


No  contact  between  the  President  and  Jo-m  W.    Dean,    III,    during  November 
and    December   1972. 


\x 
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^^^^  101530 

Jniv.iary   21,    \')7i 

AW     llrvT'i     12:04        Pros  "ulci-.t  and   Fi  rst  Lady  hosted   Worship  Service. 

John  Dean  attended. 


February  27,    1973 

PM     3:55      4:20        President  met  wiih  John  Dean  alone  in  0\'al  Office. 

February  28,    1973 

AM    9:12     10:23      President  met  with  John  Dean  in  Oval  Office. 

March  1,    1973 

i. 
AM    9:18     9:46         President  met  with  his  Counsel,    John  W.    Dean,    III, 
/  in  the  Oval  Office, 

J/ (At  9:36  the  President  rec'd  a  call  from  AG  Kleindienst.    Dean 
J0:36     10:44      President  met  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  Oval  Office.        too  the  call.) 
jA^Av.    Kissinger  was  present  from  10:30  -  10:37.  ) 
PM     1:06     1:14         President  met  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  Oval  Office 

March  6,    1973 

AM     11:49     12:00      President  met  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  Oval  Office. 

March  7,    1973 

AM    8:53     9:l6         President  met  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  Oval  Office. 

March  8.    1973  .  ' 

AM     9:51     9:54         President  met  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  Oval  Office. 
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March    10,     L973  XOl-JOU 

AM    9:20     9:44         President  talk«:d  lon^  distance  v/ith  t.tr.    Dean. 

President  initiate^!  the  call  from  Camp  Di 
to  Mr.    Dean  v.lio  v/ao  in  V.'ashinfjton,    D.C. 


March  13,    1973 

PM     12:42     2:00      President  met  with  iV.r.    Dean  in  the  Oval  Office. 

(Mr.    Haldeman  was  present  from  12:43-12:55) 


March  14,    1973 

AM    8:36  President  telephoned  ?v[r.    Dean.     The  call  was  not 

completed, 
8:55      8:59        Mr.   Dean  returned  the  call  and  talked  with  the  President. 
9:43     10:50       President  met  with  Mr.   Dean  in  the  P's  E03  Office. 

Also  present  were: 

Mr.    Kissinger   (departed  at  9:50) 

R.onald  L.    Ziegler 

Richard  A.    Moore   (9:55-10:50) 

PM     12:27     12:28  .  President  telephoned  Mr.    Dean. 

12:47        1:30     President  met  with  Mr.    Moore  and  Mr.    Dean. 
4:25        4:26     President  talked  with  Mr.    Dean.     (The  President 

initiated  the  call.  ) 

4:34        4:36     President  talked  with  Mr.    Dean.      (Mr.    Dean 

initiated  the  call.  ) 


/.larch  15,    1973 

PM     :5T36     6:24       President  ir.et  with  Mr.    Dean  and  Mr.    Moore 

in  the   Oval  Office. 


7  "I.  "  •  " 
■       'I 

.     J 
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M.iicli    !6.    1.973 


iOiua^ 


AM     10:34     11:0b     Prusiclcnt  r:^;j :  '.vit'i  ^'.v.    Dean  In  the  Ovcd  O'ricc. 

J^lr.    Zlcglcr  v.is  rnesGut  lion'.  10:50-11:10. 

PiVI       8:14        8:23     Prcsidcn!;  tilkcci  \vUl<  ^Ir.    Dean.      (The  President 

initialed  Ihe  call.  ) 


March  17,    1973 

PM      1:25      2:10     President  met  with  Mv.   Dean  in  the  Qv-al  Office. 

March  19,    1973 

PM      4:59  President  requested  1 1-^  t  Mr.    Moore  and  Mr.  Dean 

join  hini  in  his  EOB  Office. 

5:03     5;41       President  met  with  Mr.    Moore  and  Mr.   Dean  in 

his  EOB  Office. 

March  20,    1973 

AM     10:46     ji0:47    President  talitod  with  Mr.    Dean.     (The  President 

initiated  the  call.  ) 

PM     12:59       1:00     Presideat  talked  with  Mr.    Dean.      (The  President 

initiated  the  call.  ) 

1:42      2:31     President:  ir.ct  with  Mr.    Dean  and  Mr.    Moore. 

7:29      7:43     President  talh-cd  with  Mr.    Dean.      (The  President 

initiated  ih.c  call.  ) 


•',  •'■  ■■ '  1 
I 
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?.'circh  21,  19  73 

AM     10:12       11:35     Pro  skI.-U  ri-.-t  ^r[':'\  W'v.    Vj-.-z.n  i.:  tht:  Ova:   Crfi';-. 

Mr.    I  :;i'lC!:::'an  v.r'-^  z-l-.o  prr;£.-:;nL  for  at  l':-?.£t 
part  of  til 2  tJr.-'c. 

PM       5:20      o:01      Pre  fidcnt  n^.cc  wito  Vi  r.    D -an  in  the  Pre  r;idcr.t' s 

EOB  oiricc.     Also  present  v/ere: 

Mr.    Zicglur  (dspartcd  at  5:2  5) 

Mr.    Halder^^.u:i  "l '«  ,'^'''' 

Mr.    Ehrlic'-.iTiaa     (5:2  5-6:01)  J-^ --^'^  "^ 
i/^Gen.    Scovvcroft  (5:27-6:05) 

March  22,    1973 

PM      1:57       3:43     President  met  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  President's 

EOB  Oilice.  Alz^o  present  v.-ere: 
Mr.  Ehrlichn':an  (2:00-3:40) 
Mr.  Halden-.ar.  (2:01-3:40) 
Mr.    Mitchell  (2:01-3:43) 


March  23,    1973 

PM    12:44      1:02      Pre  sidenL  talked  long  di  stance  with  2vi:r.    Dean. 

(The  Presidezit  initiated  the  call  froin  Florida 
to  Mr.    Dean  wh.o  v.-as  in  V/ashington,    B.C.) 

3:28       "^-^-^     President  talked  long  diitanco  v/ith  Mr.    Dean. 

(The  President  initiated  the  call  from  Florida 
to  2>.'r.    Dean  vvhu  \'.as  in  Camp  Da\'id,    Md.  ) 


No  contact  during  the  period  April  1-14 


April  15,    1973 

PM       9:17     10:12       President  nict  v/ith  Mr.    Dean  in  the  President' s 

EOB  O.'ace. 

/March   22:         Deleted   --    (Mr.    Doan  was    scl'.edulod  t.-)  attond  t'c,^  Presidcn:'- 
^'  staff  britfin;;   i:i  lh.>   KOB    iNiieiir—    •^.•,;:-i  which 

tho    r're-.idont  ;'.i  \-':-'.ded   :hx>.-ii  ;%:-:4  - '•"':0  >.      .\tte;-:da:'c 
war.   n.':   .oriti.-:  -.1  o;<  thi-i   o  r:^- ;  :;■,;.  ) 

r-'.-n 

I       .    ■  -• 
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46.1     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  JOHN 
DEAN,    FEBRUARY  27,    1973 

April  1<'>.  197  3 

AM     10:00     10:40      Prf:.-idcnt  ::-.L:t  v/lth  i.:v.    D-jCl-.i  in  Oval  Oificc. 

PM      4:07      4:35      Pre  sidcp.L  met  v.ith  M  r.    Dean  in  the  Pre  siclcnfc's 

EOB  Oi'tice. 

4:04      4:05      President  talked  v.ith  Mr.    Dean.      (The  President 
initiated  the  call.  ) 


April  17,    1973 

AM      9:19      9:25      Pre  sident  talked  with  Mr.    Dean.     (The  President 

initiated  the  call.  ) 

— iOibau 

April  22,    1973 

AM      8:24      8:39      Pre  sident  phoned  Mr.    Dean  from  Key  Biscayne. 
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46.2     MEMORANDUM  OF  JOHN  DEAN'S  CONVERSATIONS  WITH  THE  PRESIDENT, 
FEBRUARY  27,    1973 


3.     K';.-:ViORAXDUM  Ox"  SUiiSTAN'O:  OF  DcTIAX'S  CA  f>t.S 

AND  vr:K;Ti\GS  wirii  TiiK:  p;ir:sn);':>jT 


■Q^ 


Sopteiribor   Is,    1972 


I-'ebi-uary  2  7,    1973 


Dean  r.;poi"ted  on  IRS  inv-estigation  of  Lc-iiTy  0'''_-; 
D.;an  reported  on  Watergate  indictrne.its. 

Discussed  executive  privilege,    n-dnority  counsel 
for  V/atergate  Committee.     Dean  suggested  White 
House  aides  submit  answers  to  interro2;atories.  ■ 


February  28,    1973 


March  1,    1973 


President  inquired  of  Watergate,    Dean   said  no  White 
House  involvenient,    Stans  was  victim  of  circumstances, 
Colson  was  lightning  rod  because  of  his   rcput.ilion. 
Discussed  wiretappings  which  had  been  brought  up 
in  the  Gray  hearings.     Sullivan,    Deputy  Director, 
was  frie.-.d  of  Dean  and  Dean  suggested  they  make 
sure  that  wiretaps  of  prior  years  (other  Administra- 
tions) be  made  known. 

Preparation  for  press  conference   --  go  over  questioa 
and  answer  book.     Was  decided  the  question  would 
conie  up  as  to   .viiy  Dean  was   sitting  in  on  FBI  inter- 
views and  that  the  reason  was  he  was  conducting  an 
investigation  for  the  President.     President  asked 
Dean  to  write  a  report.     Dean'was  also  critical  of 
Gray. 


(March  2  press  conference) 


March  6,    1973 


Discussed  executive  privilege  guidelines,  decided 
to  cover  foriner  White  House  personnel  as  well  as 
present. 


March  7,    1973 


Again  discussion  executive  privilege  guidelines. 
Dean  again  told  the  President  the  White  House  was 
clear.      The  President  "'.nquired  as  to  how  Pat  Gray 
was  doing.      Dean  ir.forinod    him  E.B.    Wil'.iams  had 
dropped  out  of  the  civil  case. 


■-y-*^ 
^■^ 


(605) 


46.2     FEED  THOMPSON  AFFIDAVIT^    SSC  EXHIBIT  NO.    70 A,    4  SSC  1794-95 

1794 
Exhibit  No.  70A 

IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


SENATE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  PRESIDENTIAL. 
CAMPAIGN  ACTIVITIES,    ET.    AL.- 

,  Plaintiffs 


RICHARD  M.   NIXO^^, 

INDrVIDUALLy  AND  AS  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES; 

THE  WHITE  HOUSE 
WASHINGTON,  D.C, 

Defendant 


Civil 
Action 

No. 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  FRED  D.    THOMPSON 

Fred  D,   Thompson,   being  sworn,   deposes  and  says: 

1,  Early  in  June,   1973,   the  White  House  transmitted 

to  the  Select  Coiruruttee  a  memorandum  (which  is  attached  to  this 
affidavit)  listing  certain  oral  communications,  both  face-to-face  and 
telephonic,  between  President  Richard  M.   Nixon  and  John  Wesley  Dean  m. 
This  memorandum,   inter  alia  .   includes  the  exact  times  and  durations  of 
these  communications,   and,   in  the  case  of  face-to-face  communications, 
the  other  participants,   if  any,   in  those  conversations. 
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2,  Shortly   thereafter,     I    received    a    telephone    call 
from   J.     Fred    Buzhardt,    Special   Counsel    to    the    President.     During 
this    telephone    call,     Mr.     Buzhardt    related    to    me    his    understanding 

as    to    the    substance    of    certain    portions    of    the    enumerated    conversations 
between   the    President   and   Mr.     Dean. 

3,  During    my    discur-ion    with    Mr.     Buzhardt,     I 
made    detailed   notes    on   the    information   tliat   he    gave    me.     Upon 
conclusion   of   the    conversation,    I   promptly   prepared   a   "Memorandum 
of  Substance    of   Dean's    Calls    and    Meeting   with   the    President,  "    a 
copy  of   vhich   is    attached   to   this    affidavit.      It   is    my   belief  that   this 
rr.emorancum   accurately  reflects    the    iaformation    imparted    to    me    by 
Mr.    Biizharct. 


Subscribed  ar.i  ST;orn  to.  before 
me,  thls_Z day  of  _^^0f^4^iy  it)73    ■ 


^^^^^ 


iiotary  Public,  B.C. 


My  CoaalssioTi  Expires .^j^^^fe..^:,.  lo^ 


fe^.  loa: 
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46.3     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIMONY^   JUNE  25,    1973^    3  SSC  991-92 

ancc  from  Haldeman  tliat  if  he  made  it  throurrh  the  Senate  hearings, 
as  lie  had  the  graud  jury  and  trial,  that  he  coukl  have  a  better  job  later. 

Haldeman  said  that  he  could  not  make  a  firm  promise,  but  that 
he  would  do  all  ho  personally  could  do  to  assist.  This  was  good  enough 
for  ]Magnider.  Haldeman  said  that  Mr.  Jones  would  be  told  to  pro- 
ceed with  Secretary  Dent  to  get  the  position  at  the  Commerce  Depart- 
ment finalized. 

On  .March  5,  I  received  a  call  from  Secretary  Dent  regarding  his 
hiring  Magruder.  I  did  not  want  to  tell  Secretary  Dent  that  Magru'  ■»• 
was  totally  free  from  future  problems  so  I  was  evasire  with  hi".:. 
hinted  that  ilagruder  might  have  some  problems.  Because  I  regretted 
misleading  him,  I  prepared  a  memorandum  for  my  files — something 
I  seldom  do — because  I  felt  Magruder  was,  in  fact,  going  to  have 
problems.  In  fact,  I  thought  everyone  was  going  to  have  problems. 
I  have  submitted  a  copy  of  this  memorandum  reflecting  this  con- 
versation with  Secretary  Dent  to  the  committee. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  3-lr-38.*] 

Mr.  Drax.  I  would  now  like  to  turn  to  the  meetings  I  had  with  the 
President  in  February  and  March  of  this  year. 

I  have  described  to  the  committee  several  matters  that  followed  the 
La  Costa  meeting  which  directly  involved  Presidential  decisionmaking 
and  Presidential  involvement.  I  would  now  like  to  turn  to  my  direct 
dealings  with  the  President  which  began  in  late  February  of  1973 
with  regard  to  the  "Watergate  and  related  matters.  I  feel  I  can  best 
set  forth  what  transpired  at  these  meetings  by  discussing  what 
occurred  at  each  meeting. 


Meetixg  of  Febrttart  -27 


This  was  the  first  meeting  I  had  had  with  the  President  since  my 
September  1.5,  1!)72,  meeting  which  related  to  the  "Watergate.  It  was 
at  this  meeting  that  the  President  directed  that  I  report  directly  to 
him  regarding  all  "Watergate  matters.  He  told  me  that  this  matter 
was  taking  too  much  time  from  Haldeman's  and  Ehrlichman's  normal 
duties  and  he  also  told  me  that  thev  were  principals  in  the  matter, 
and  I,  therefore,  could  be  more  objective  than  they.  The  President 
then  told  me  of  his  meetings  with  Senator  Baker  and  the  Attorney 
General.  He  told  me  that  Senator  Baker  had  requested  that  the  Attor- 
nev  General  be  his  contact  point  and  that  I  should  keep  in  contact 
with  the  .\ttorney  General  to  make  sure  that  the  Attorney  General 
and  Senator  Baker  were  working  together.  He  asked  me  to  follow 
up  immediately  to  determine  if  the  Attorney  General  and  Baker  had 
met.  I  informed  him  that  I  had  earlier  discussed  this  with  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Attorney  General  was  planning  to  meet  with  Senatot 
Bakei  and  .Senator  Ervin  to  discuss  turning  over  FBI  data  regarding 
the  "Watergate  investigation. 

A  brief  discussion  followed  in  which  the  President  recounted,  what 
had  alreadv  been  r(>poitod  to  me  by  Haldeman,  that  he  had  told 
Senator  Baker  that  he  would  not  permit  "\^niite  House  staff  to  appear 
before  the  ."select  Committee,  rather  he  would  only  iiermit  the  taking 
of  written  interrogatories.  He  asked  me  if  I  agreed  with  this  and  I  said 
that  written  interrogatories  were  something  that  v^ould  l>e  handled 

•See  p.  1251. 
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whereas  appearances  might  create  serious  problems.  He  told  me  he 
would  never  let  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  go  to  the  Hill.  Ho  also 
told  me  that  Senator  Gurney  would  be  very  friendly  to  the  "WTiite 
House  and  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  contact  him  because  the 
President  said  Senator  Gurney  would  know  what  to  do  on  his  own. 
On  the  way  out  of  his  office  he  told  me  I  had  done  an  excellent  job 
of  dealing  with  this  matter  during  the  campaign;  that  it  had  been 
the  only  issue  that  McGovem  had  had  and  the  Democrats  had  tried 
to  make  something  out  of  it  but  to  no  avail.  I  told  him  as  we  were 
walking  together  out  of  the  office  that  I  had  only  managed  to  contain 
the  matter  during  the  campaign,  but  I  was  not  sure  it  could  be  con- 
tained indefinitely.  He  then  told  me  that  we  would  have  had  to  fight 
back  and  he  was  confident  that  I  could  do  the  job. 


^Ieetixg  of  Febru.vky  28 


I  had  received  word  before  I  arrived  at  my  office  that  the  President 
wanted  to  see  me.  He  asked  me  if  I  had  talked  to  the  Attoi-ney  General 
regarding  Senator  Baker. 

I  told  him  that  the  Attorney  General  was  seeking  to  meet  with  both 
Senator  Ervin  and  Senator  Baker,  but  that  a  meeting  date  had  not  yet 
been  firmed  up.  I  told  him  that  I  knew  it  was  the  Attorney  Generars 
wish  to  turn  over  the  FBI  investigation  and  the  President  said  that 
he  did  not  think  we  should,  but  asked  me  what  I  thought  of  the  idea. 
I  told  him  that  I  did  not  think  that  there  was  much  damaging  in- 
formation in  the  FBI  investigation,  although  there  could  be  some 
bad  public  relations  from  it.  He  told  me  to  think  about  this  matter. 
He  also  said  that  he  had  read  in  the  morning  paper  about  the  Vesco 
case  and  asked  me  what  part,  if  any.  his  brother  Ed  had  had  in  the 
matter.  I  told  him  what  I  knew  of  his  brother's  involvement,  which' 
was  that  he  was  an  innocent  agent  in  the  contribution  transaction. 
"We  then  discussed  the  leak  to  Time  magazine  of  the  fact  that  the  TVhite 
House  had  placed  wiretaps  on  newsmen  and  White  House  staff  people. 
The  President  asked  me  if  I  knew  how  this  had  leaked.  I  told  him  that 
I  did  not ;  that  I  knew  several  people  were  aware  of  it,  but  I  did  not 
know  any  who  had  leaked  it.  He  asked  me  who  knew  about  it.  I  told 
him  that  Mr.  Sullivan  had  told  me  that  he  thought  that  Director 
Hoover  had  told  somebody  about  it  shortly  after  it  happened  because 
Hoover  was  against  it  and  that  Sullivan  said  that  he  had  heard  that 
this  information  had  gone  to  Governor  Rockefeller  and  in  turn  had 
come  back  from  Governor  Rockefeller  to  Dr.  Kissinger.  We  then 
talked  about  the  executiv^e  priviloge  statement  and  the  President  ex- 
pressed his  desire  to  get  the  statement  out  well  in  advance  of  the 
"Watergate  hearings  so  that  it  did  not  appear  to  be  in  response  to  the 
Watercrate  hearings.  We  also  discussed  ifr.  irolleuhoff's  interest  in 
the  Fitzgerald  case,  and  he  asked  me  to  look  into  the  matter  for 
Mr.  MoUenhoff. 

Before  departintr  his  office,  he  airain  I'aised  the  matter  tliat  T  should 
report  dirpctlv  to  him  and  not  thioii'rh  Haldeman  and  F.hrlielunan. 
I  told  him  that  T  thoucht  he  sliould  know  that  I  was  also  involved  in 
the  post-June  17  activities  regardinir  Watergate.  I  brieflv  desi^rilx'd  to 
him  why  T  thought  I  had  legal  problems,  in  that  I  had  been  a  conduit 
for  many  of  tl»e  decisions  tliat  were  made  and.  therefore,  coidd  be 


(609) 


46.4     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIMONY,    FEBRUARY  14,    1974,    WATERGATE  GRAND 
JURY,    7-8 


I 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


LrZABETH  «HJI  TlPIOa 
1Z25  Drxfy  Court 
cnsinjlon.  Mjiv'and  20795 
301)  S««-443S 


ffict  that  Mr.  ilagrudcr  had  Xaanad    prcCty  lic^ivily  op.  rir.  Sloaci 
to  .Titer  hlT  tvGtinony. 

Q  Di-d  there  --  strike  thnt.  In  your  con'/er jat:lon 
with  lir.  Haldorr.an,  foLlouins  the  r.eetlns  J'.c.  Haldcrr.sr:  had 
with  Che  President,  V7hat  did  Mr.  Kaldeiaan  say? 

A    He  told  me  that  Mr.  M^igruder  could  not  coca  back, 
to  the  White  House.   He  told  rae  Magruder  had  waated  to  uork, 
in  8oae  capacity,  on  the  Whita  House  staff,  while  assisting 
in  the  Bicentennial,  and  that  this  was  just  not  possible^ 
The  President  didn't  want  him  back  in  the  \.T?.ite  House. 

Q    Did  he  indicate  that  the  President  had  oade  a  de- 
cision, however,  about  giving  Mr.  Magruder  sone  sorc  of  a  job?l 

A    Well,  I  franUly  don't  recall  in  how  nuch  detail  Mr. 
Haldcnan  discussed  that  with  lae.   I  know  that  there  was  very 
definitely  a  desire  to  get  Mr.  KagT^^ie^  a  job  after  that  de- 
cision was  made,  and  I  think  I  would-be  inferring  rather  than 
lirect  knowledge.  " " 

Not*,  did  there  coma  a  time,  on  February  27th,  when 
met  with  the  President? 

A    Yea,  I  did. 

Q         Prior  thereto,   did  you  hava  a  conversation  vjith.  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  in  which  the  subject  of  Executive  Privilege  was 
discussed?  . 

A  Yes,    I  did. 

Q    Would  you  give  us  the  substance  of  that  conversation? 


PI 
t 


DV 


(610) 


46.4     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIMONY,    FEBRUARY  14,    1974,    WATERGATE  GRAND 
JURY,    7-8 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2li 

22 

23 

24 

25 


aroiBHH  «HN  TTPTC!! 
11225  Ocwcv  Cc'jrt 
Kensin^on.  Msryland  20795 
(301)  gi6443S 


A    The  conversation  entnaucd  Crcm  the  ILkeLihood  of 
a  rather  vLgorous  ocC  of  hearings  on  the  Watergate  being 
puraucd  by  the  Senate  and  I  told  Mr.  Chrlichman  that  there 
was  a  good  possibility  that  I'could  be  called,  as  a  lot  of 
people  could  be  called,  to  appear  before  the  Senate,  and  there 
was  no  V7ay  in  Che  world,  I  thought,  thac  Executive  Privtlcse 
could  be  invoked. 

I  had  never,  in  fact,  discussed  this  matter  with 
the  President  or  had  any  dealings  with  him  directly  en  it 
because  I  felt  that  if  it  really  came  to  a  battle  on  Executive 
Privilege,  it  would  require  direct  conversation  v?ith  the 
President  to  be  protected. 

Q    Thereafter,  you  were  called  by  the  President  to 
meet  with  you? 

A    Yes,  I  was. 

Q    To  meet  with  him,  rather.  And  that  occurred  on  the 
27th  of  February,  is  that  correct? 

A    That  is  correct. 

Q    Now,  do  you  recall  what  was  said,  in  substancSf 
during  that  meeting  about  to  whom  you  ought  to  report? 

A    The  President  told  me  I  should  report  to  him  directl|y 
matters  relating  to  the  Watergate. 

Q    Did  he  mention  anything  about  Mr.  Ealdeman  and  Kr. 
Ehrllchman  in  this  regard? 

A    Yes,  he  did.   He  told  na  that  they  were  principals  — 
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Senator  Guknet.  Well,  that  could  be  understandable.  How  about 
Kalmbach;  Kalmbach  was  your  very  good  friend,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes;  but  he  was  also  very  knowledgeable  in  this 
case  and  he  had  been  one  of  the  people  that  I  had  interviewed  to  try 
to  get  information  for  the  President  on  the  money  end  of  this  thing, 
and  so  I  considered  him  to  be  a  witness,  if  you  please,  in  the  inquiry. 

Senator  Gubnet.  Of  course,  Kalmbach's  reaction,  as  I  am  sure  you 
know,  was  total  shock  at  this  recording. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  understand,  and  I  regret  very  much  but  I  had 
an  assignment  from  the  President  that  I  felt  I  had  to  carry  out.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  did  some  checking  on  Mr.  Haldeman,  who  is  also 
my  very  good  friend.  I  did  that  because  I  felt  I  had  to  bring  to  the 
President  whatever  information  was  available  in  the  higher  interest. 

Senator  Gttrnet.  Are  you  saying  now  this  is  during  the  period  of 
time  that  the  President  had  reassigned  the  business  of  Watergate  to 
you  and  from  Mr.  Dean ;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Ehmjchman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Going  back  to  that,  that  assignment  of  investiga- 
tion of  the  Watergate  to  Dean,  and  now  I  am  not  talking  about  June- 
Julv,  I  am  talking  about  February  of  this  year ;  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  think  Dean  talked  to  the  President  on  February  27. 
^^I^  Ehrlichman.  That  is  right. 

"^Senator  Gurnet.  And  in  that  conversation  with  the  President,  the 
President  assigned  the  investigation  of  Watergate,  at  least  that  cur- 
rent phase  of  it,  to  Dean.  As  I  recall,  he  said  that  he  wanted  Dean  to 
report  directly  to  him.  He  also  said  that  it  was  taking  up  too  much  of 
your  time  and  also  Haldeman's  time.  Was  that  ever  discussed  with 
vou  or  with  Haldeman,  the  President's  decision  to  have  Dean  now 
become  the  chief  investigator  of  Watergate,  February  27  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  Senator,  except  chief  investigator,  I  think, 
is  sliehtly  off  the  track.  The  preoccupation  at  that  time,  as  far  as  the 
President  was  concerned,  was  not  in  an  investieration  of  the  facts  as 
nearly  as  it  was  to  get  some  one  person  in  the  White  House  who  was 
going  to  look  after  a  number  of  existing  problems  with  relation  to 
this  whole  subiect  matter  and  they  were  primarily  the  problems  of 
executive  privilege  and  separation  of  powers  as  he  saw  it  then,  not  a 
question  of  who  done  it. 

So  rather  soon  after  this  meeting  we  had  at  La  Costa  which  was, 
incidentally,  the  meeting  was  the  result  of  the  President  saying,  "Who 
is  in  charge  and  what  plans  are  being  made  and  how  is  the  work 
coming?" 

Senator  Gurnet.  And  this  came  at  about  the  time  this  committee 
was  created;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  Ehtu-ichman.  That  is  right;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Concern  about  what  to  do  about  the  investigatixm 
of  the  committee,  how  to  respond  to  it? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  certainly  part  of  it. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Coming  out  of  that  session,  as  a  result  of  our 
report  back  to  him  that  the  work  was  largely  undone,  that  a  tremen- 
dous amount  of  work  was  left  to  be  done  in  terms  of  developing  the 
administration's  position  on  executive  privilege  and  attorney-client 
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privilcire  ai^d  marshaling  all  of  the.  files  that  had  to  be  marshaled  and 
all  the  rest,  that  lie  said,  "Well,  I  want  Dean  to  take  charge  of  this. 
T  want  you  fellows  to  get  out  of  it."  He  said  to  me,  "I  lia\'e  got  some- 
thing else  I  want  you  to  do  and  I  want  you  to  press  on  it,"  so  I  started 
off  on  an  entirely  different  project  that  had  to  do  with  legislation,  and 
from  alx)ut  the  third  week  in  February  the  undei'standing  was  that 
I  T  was  out  of  it.  Bob  Ilaldeman  was  basically  out  of  it  and  Dean  was 
I  the  leadman  in  the  "^\Tiite  House  on  this  whole  subject  of  privilege, 
I  the  committee,  the  grand  jury,  and  all  of  the  collateriil  questions  that 
I    were  associated  with  this. 

Senator  Gukxey.  Did  Dean  make  any  reports  to  you  after  that  or 
only  to  the  President? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  saw  very  little  of  Mr.  Dean  in  those  months 
and  quite  a  few  weeks  went  by  when  I  didn't  see  him  at  all,  or  for 
that  matter  really  talk  to  him  very  much.  Let's  see,  in  the  month  of 
Febnuiry,  after  the  President  made  that  assignment  I  didnt  see  him 
at  all.  The  month  of  March  I  didn't  see  him  at  all  for  the  first  20  days 
and  then  I  saw  him  in  connection  with  the  Hunt  blackmail  twice  on 
the  20th  and  on  the  21st  but  that  was  the  only  subject  that  was  dis- 
cussed and  then,  of  course,  there  was  the  meeting  on  the  22d  with 
Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  then  the  President,  and  then  from 
.  then  on  I  had  virtually  no  contact  with  Mr.  Dean  except  one  meet- 
ing with — in  Mr.  Haldeman's  company  the  day  we  got  back  from 
San  Clemente,  of  April  8,  once  on  April  10,  and  then  this  meeting  of 
April  1.3  for  -which  the  notes  exist  that  are  in  Senator  Inouye's  hands. 

Senator  Gtjrney.  Just  one  further  question  on  that.  Was  there  ever 
any  suspicion  in  your  mind  that  the  President  appointed  Dean  to  sort 
of  be  in  charge,  of  Watergate  on  February  27  because  he  might  have 
had  some  suspicion  that  maybe  you  were  involved  or  Haldeman  was 
involved  or  somebody  else  in  the  White  House  was  involved? 

Mr.  Ehelichm.\n.  Well,  what  the  President  explained  to  me  was 
that  the  central  question  here  was  one  of  executive  privilege  and  the 
availability  of  Presidential  assistance  to  testify  before  the  Congress. 
YoH  will  recall  this  had  come  up  in  the  setting  "of  Peter  Flanigan  and 
coming  before  the,  what  the 

Senator  Gurnet.  Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Judiciary  Committee. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Kleindienst. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  And  through  my  notes  of  meetings  with  the 
President,  there  are  three  or  four  references  to  the  President's  strong 
concern  that  Haldeman  and  I  were  test  cases,  so  to  speak,  of  the  avail- 
ability of  Presidential  assistants  to  testify  before  the  Congress,  and  I 
know  there  were  some  questions  about  his  reference  to  us  as  principals. 
I  think  you  have  to  take  it  in  that  setting.  We  were  principals  on  the 
question  of  the  availability  of  assistants  to  testify. 

Now,  the  precedents  that  might  be  set  by  our  testifying  he  was  con- 
cerned, would  in  turn,  open  up  Henry  Kissinger's  testifying  and  the 
whole  panoply,  so  to  speak,  of  Presidential  assistants  and  very  soon 
you  would  have  a  breakdown  of  the  White  House  staff  system  because 
everybody  would  be  up  here  testifying  like  Cabinet  Secretaries  do 
every  day  and  couldn't  get  any  work  done. 
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tlip.  opportunity  to  reenter  Government  at  a  suitably  high  level  and, 
second,  to  provide  him  with  the  opportunity  in  a  very  sliort  period 
of  time  to  appear  publicly  and  under  questioning,  to  clear  up  all 
charges  regarding  his  role  in  the  Waterj^ate,  if  any,  and  to  give  him 
ii  chance  to,  as  he  requested  of  this  committee,  get  back  his  good  name. 
Third,  a  question  of  wlietlier  Magruder  could  have  a  White  House  job. 
At  that  time  I  had  already  told  Magruder  that  that  would  not  be 
possible,  but  I  think,  the  point  here  was  to  check  that  decision  with 
the  President  to  be  sure  he  concurred.  Fourth,  the  question  of 
Buchanan  sitting  in  on  the  hearings  as  a  watch  dog  of  the  press — 
an  idea  that  Dean  says  I  suggested,  although  it  is  my  recollection  he 
suggested  it  at  the  La  Costa  meeting.  In  any  event,  this  was  certainly 
not  a  coverup  move,  but  exactly  the  opposite.  Fifth,  the  question  of 
the  Attorney  General  meeting  with  the  President.  That,  too,  was  a 
logical  step  because  we  were  into  the  matters  of  executive  privilege  and 
the  question  of  Wliite  House  staff  members  going  to  the  hearings  was 
important  for  the  President  to  discuss  with  the  Attorney  General. 
As  it  concurrently  or  shortly  thereafter  developed.  Senator  Baker 
requested  that  Mr.  Kleindienst  be  his  contact  with  the  administration. 
In  the  latter  part  of  February,  as  the  questions  of  executive  priv- 
ilege and  other  matters  dealing  with  the  Senate  Watergate  inquiry 
intensified,  the  President  saw  that  this  was  involving  a  substantial 
amount  of  time  of  a  number  of  people  in  the  Wliite  House  and  particu- 
larly seemed  to  be  involving  Ehrlichman  and  me  in  more  expenditure 
of  time  than  the  President  felt  was  productive.  Consequently,  he  met 
with  John  Dean  at  the  end  of  February  regarding  the  matters  of 
executive  privilege,  the  Senate  hearings,  and  so  forth,  and  he  gave 
instructions  to  me  and  I  am  sure  to  others,  that  all  Watergate  matters 
were  to  be  handled  by  Dean  at  the  White  House  and  by  Kleindienst 
at  the  Justice  Department  and  that  no  one  else  was  to  devote  time  to 
the  subject  and  that  no  one  else  was  to  get  into  the  matter  with  the 
President.  He  was  trying  to  avoid  everyone  getting  into  the  act.  wast- 
ing time,  and  diverting  attention — which  is  a  real  danger  when  a 
ighly  publicized  and  volatile  matter  such  as  this  comes  up. 
This  decision  of  the  President's  led  to  the  series  of  meetings  that 
he  had  with  Mr.  Dean  starting  February  27  and  running  through 
March  21,  meetings  that  were  primarily  concerned,  at  the  outset,  I 
believe,  with  executive  privilege  matters.  That  continued  to  be  a 
major  point,  but  as  that  3- week  period  went  on,  the  President's  concern 
did  grow  regarding  conflicting  Watergate  stories  and.  from  what  he 
indicatetl  to  me,  he  was  intensifying  pressure  on  Dean  to  find  out  a 
way  to  get  the  full  story  out.  Dean  at  this  point  was  clearly  in 
charge  of  any  matters  relating  to  the  Watergate.  He  was  meeting 
frequently  with  tlie  President  and  he  still  indicated  that  he  was  posi- 
tive there  was  no  White  House  involvement.  During  this  time,  the 
Gray  hearings  also  became  a  matter  of  focus  and  the  executive  privi- 
lege question  arose  in  connection  with  them,  too.  I  have  the  feeling 
tliat  during  this  period  the  President  was  gradually  getting  more  of 
a  feel  of  tlie  possibility  that  there  might  be  some  problems  involved 
in  the  Watergate  matter  that  he  had  not  even  dreamed  of  and  that 
that  led  to  tlip  meeting  of  March  21,  in  which  John  Dean  was  going 
to  give  the  President  the  full  story. 
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TRANSCRIPT  PREPARED  BY  THE  IMPEACHMENT  INQUIRY 
STAFF  FOR  THE  HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE  OF  A 
RECORDING  OF  A  MEETING  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND 
JOHN  DEAN  ON  FEBRUARY  28,  1973,  FROM  9:12  TO 
10:23  A.M. 


DEAN: 


Good  morning,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


Oh,  hi. 


DEAN: 


How  are  you? 


PRESIDENT:  Oh,  I  wanted  to,  uh,  to  speak  with  you  about,  uh,  what, 
uh,  kind  of  a  line  to  test.  Now,  I  want  Kleindienst  — 
this  is  not  a  question  of  trust.   You  have. 


DEAN: 


[Clears  throat] 


PRESIDENT:     you  have  it  clearly  understood  that  you  will  call  him  and 
give  him  directions  and  that  he  will  call  you,  and  so 
forth  and  so  on.   I  just  don't  want  Dick  to  go. 


DEAN: 


No,  I  think 


PRESIDENT:  go  off  —  you  see,  for  example,  on  executive  privilege  — 
I  don't  want  him  to  go  off  and  get  the  damn  thing,  uh,  uh 
—  get  us  — 


DEAN: 


Make  any  deals  on  this  thing  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Well,  to  make  a  deal  —  that's  the  point. 


DEAN: 


Yeah. 
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PRESIDENT:     That  Baker,  uh,  as  I  said,  was,  uh,  he  was  [unintelligible] 
you  know,  this  and  that  and  the  other  thing,  and,  and 
you've  got  to  be  very  firm  with  these  guys  or  you  may  not 
end  up  with  anything.   No,  as  I  said,  the  only  back-up 
position  I  can  possibly  see  is  one  of  a,  uh,  is  Kleindienst 
wants  to  back  [unintelligible]  didn't  want  to  but  suggested 
we  ought  to  back  them  heavily,  send  them  up  there  in,  in 
executive  session.   Well,  now  you  haul  them  up  there  in 
executive  session,  we  still  got  the  problem  of  a,  uh,  of, 
uh,  well,  I  feel  that  the  [unintelligible]  I,  I'm  think- 
ing of  that  because  it'll  go  [unintelligible]  without  any 
question 


DEAN: 


Sure. 


PRESIDENT:     at  that  point,  and  that's  going  to  be  far  more  significant. 
This  crap  bothers  us  at  the  moment,  but  that's  far  more 
significant.   And  they'll  haul  him  up  there  and  bully-rag 
him  around  the  damn  place  and  it'll  raise  holy  hell  within 
our  or  his  relations  with  Rogers  and  all  the  other  people. 

[Secretary  enters  •] 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   Oh,  uh ,  oh,  I've  sent  some  notes  out,  uh ,  —  I 

guess  there's,  uh,  a  couple  of  yellow  pages  —  something 
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SECRETARY : 


PRESIDENT: 


that  I  was,  uh,  from  that  file  on  the  teachers'  thing 
that  I'm  not  doing  today. 

Yes,  sir. 

Get  the  yellow  pages  [unintelligible] .  Might  save  money 
for  the  government. 


SECRETARY : 


All  right,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


Just  send  it  back  to  me  please. 


[Secretary  leaves.] 

PRESIDENT:     So  you  see,  uh,  I  think  you  better  have  a  good,  hard 

face-to-face  talk  with  him  and  say,  "Look,  we've  thought 
this  thing  over,"  and,  and,  uh,  you  raise  the  point  with 
him:   it  cannot  be  executive  session  because,  you  know, 
he's  likely  to  float  it  out  there  and  they'll  grab  him. 

DEAN:         That's  right,  and  as  I  mentioned  yesterday,  he  is  meeting 
with  Sam  Ervin  and  Baker  in  this  joint  session  and  that 
probably  is  one  of  the  first  things  that,  uh  — 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


DEAN:  That  they're  — 


PRESIDENT:     That's  the  only  thing  they'll  be  there  to  discuss. 
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DEAN: 


It'll  be  — 


PRESIDENT: 


The  main  thing 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     they'll  be  there  to  discuss  —  not  only  —  the  only  —  but 
the  main  thing  Ervin  is  going  to  be,  "Now  what  about 
executive  privilege?"  Now,  he  hasn't  had  that  meeting  set 
yet,  though,  has  he? 


DEAN: 


No,  it's  not.   So  there's  ample  time  to  have  Dick  go  up, 
uh  ~ 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  you,  uh,  you,  have  a  talk  with  him  and  say  we  talked 
about  this  and  this  is  where  we  stand  and  this  is  where  he 
is.   Now  your  position,  I  mean,  uh,  of  course,  I  know  our 
position  is  written  interrogatories,  which  they  will  never 
probably  accept,  but  it  may  give  us  a  position,  I  mean  it'd 
be  reasonable  in  the  public  mind. 


DEAN: 


Correct. 


PRESIDENT: 


That ' s  what  you  have  in  mind . 


DEAN: 


Right . 


PRESIDENT: 


Now,  the  other  possibility  is,  uh,  is  the  one  that,  uh. 
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Ehr  — ,  Ehrlichman,  I  think  suggested  it.   You  could  have, 
uh,  uh,  agree  that,  uh,  the  ranking,  uh,  the  Chairman  and 
the  ranking  member  could,  uh,  question  under  basically  the 
same  —  under  very  restricted  —  uh ,  a  little  bit  early 
[unintelligible]  for  that. 


DEAN: 


You  mean,  coming  down  here,  say? 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


Basically, 
That's   a  — 


PRESIDENT: 


that  is  the  thinking. 


DEAN: 


I  think,  I  think  that's  a,  uh,  a  sort  of  "if"  we  couldn't 
get  inter — ,  written  interrogatories.   That's  still  a,  a,  a 
serious  precedent  to  deal  with,  though,  if  they  come  down 
here  and,  uh,  uh, 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


start  questioning  people.   I  think  the  issues  would  have 
to  be  so  narrowed  for  even  that  situation. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


And  that's  what '11  evolve  with  the 


PRESIDENT: 


Right. 
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DEAN:         narrowing  of  the  issues  to  where  what  information,  say,  a, 
a  Haldeman  might  have  or  an  Ehrlichman  might  have 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 

DEAN:  that  the  Committee  needs  to  be  complete  in  its  report  or  its 

investigation. 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   We  will  say  that  you  will  then,  you  will  [unintelli- 
gible] to  written  interrogatories  under  oath,  than  an-, 
answer  questions. 

DEAN:  That's  —  publicly,  you,  you're  not  withholding  any  informa- 

tion and  you're  not  using  the  shield  of  the  Presidency. 

PRESIDENT:     So,  as  I  say,  [clears  throat]  when  you  talk  to  Kleindienst  — 
because  I  have  raised  this  in  previous  things  with  him  on 
the  Hiss  case  —  he  got,  he'd  forgotten,  and  I  said,  "Well 
go  back  and  read  the  first  chapter  of  Six  Crises.  Tells  all 
about  it."  But  I  know  very  —  as  I  said,  I  mean,  that  was 
espionage  against  the  nation,  not  against  the  party.   FBI, 
Hoover,  himself,  who  was  a  friend  of  mine, 

DEAN:  Uh  huh. 

PRESIDENT:     even  then,  said  "I'm  sorry.   I  have  been  ordered  not  to 

cooperate."  And  they  didn't  give  us  one  God  damned  thing. 
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I  conducted  that  investigation  with  two  stupid  little 
committee  investigators  —  they  weren't  that  stupid  — 
they  were  tenacious.   One  had  been  fired  by  the  FBI;  he 
was  a  good,  decent  fellow,  but  he  was  a  drunk. 


DEAN: 


Uh  huh. 


PRESIDENT: 


And,  uh,  we  got  it  done.   But  we  broke  that  thing 


DEAN: 


Against  a  wall  — 


PRESIDENT:     without  any  help.  The  FBI  then  got  the  evidence 

which  eventually  —   See,  we  got  Piper,  who  —  We  got 
the,  the,  the,  oh,  the  Pumpkin  Papers,  for  instance.   We, 
we  got  all  of  that  ourselves. 


DEAN: 


Well,  you  know,  I  — 


PRESIDENT : 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT : 


The  FBI  did  not  cooperate.   The  Justice  Department  did  not 
cooperate.   The  Administration  would  not  answer  questions 
except,  of  course,  for  Cabinet  officers,  I  mean,  like,  uh, 
who's  the,  who  —  Burling  came  down  and  some  of  the  others 
[unintelligible ] 

Funny,  when  the  shoe  is  on  the  other  foot,  how  they  look 
at  things,  isn't  it? 

They  did  —  Well,  and,  as  I  said,  the  New  York  Times,  the 


-7- 


(623) 


47.1     TRANSCRIPT  OF  FEBRUARY  28,    1973  MEETING,    1-71 


DEAN: 


Washington  Post  and  all  the  rest,  said  the  Administration 
has  an  absolute  right  —  They  then 

[Clears  throat] 


PRESIDENT:     put  it,  they  put  it  in  terms  of  executive  privilege.   They 
were  just  against  the  investigation.   So  the  real  question 
there  is  that  now,  now  you  could  say  that  I,  having  been 
through  that  —  we  have  talked  it  over,  and  that  I  feel  that, 
uh,  I  think  that  was  —  I  have  always  felt  very  miffed  about 
that,  felt  that  was  wrong,  it  was  espionage  against  the  na- 
tion.  Now  this  is  another  matter.   But  I  think  that  we 
ought  to  cooperate,  and  I'm  trying  to  find  an  area  of  coopera- 
tion. Here  it  is:  written  interrogatories.   All  right.   You 
see,  the  Er — ,  the,  the  Baker  theory  is  that  he  wants  to 
have  a  big  slambang  thing  for  a  week  and  then  he  thinks 
interest  in  the  whole  thing '11  fall  off.   And  he's  right  about 
that.   And  he  even  —  But  his  point  of  having  the  big 
slambang  thing  for  a  week  is  to  bring  all  the  big  shots 
up  right  away.   But  the  big  shots  you  could  bring  up  — 
you,  you  could  bring  up  Stans.   They've  got  to  put  him  on, 
and  they've  got  to  put  Mitchell  on.   But  he'd  like  to 
get,  of  course,  Haldeman,  Ehrllchman,  and  Colson. 


DEAN: 


I  understand  that,  uh.  Bob  and  you  have  talked  about 
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running  Stans  out  as  sort  of  a  stalking  horse  on  an-- 9  . 
on  another  post. 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  it's  not  my  idea.   It's,  uh,  I  guess  Moore  or  some- 
body mentioned  it. 

DEAN:         I,  I  think  it  was  my  idea,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  and  I 

think  it  could  defuse,  could  be  one  defusing  factor  in  the 
hearings.  Uh,  Stans  would  like  to  get  his  side  of  the 
story  out.   He  is  not  in  any  serious  problem  ultimately. 
It  could  be  rough  and  tumble,  but  Maury  is  ready  to  take 
it  and,  uh,  it  would  be  a  mini-hearing,  no  doubt  about  it. 
But  this  further  detracts  from,  uh,  the  other  Committee. 

PRESIDENT:     It  would  be  a  mini-hearing,  it's  true.   Except  knowing 
the  press  —  I'm  trying  to  think  out  loud  a  minute  — 
knowing  that  they,  uh,  you  know,  they  have,  like  they  have 
taken  [clears  throat]  —  they  sold  several  of  these  stories 
on  Colson  and  Haldeman  about  four  times. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT : 


Oh,  I  know  that. 

Now,  that  they  can  —  I  just  wonder  If,  if  that 
doesn't  do  that?   I  don't  know  [clears  throat].  Take 

Stans,  they'll  get  him  up  by  the  seat;  somebody's  after 

him  about  the  Vesco  contri-  [clears  throat]  -bution.   As  i  read 
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the,  first  read  the  story  briefly  in  the  [Dean  clears 
throat]  Post.  And,  I  read,  naturally,  the  first  page 
and  I  turned  to  the  Times  read  it.   The  Times  had  in 
the  second  paragraph  that  the  money  had  been  refer  — , 
returned. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


That  is  correct. 

The  Post  didn't  have  it  until  after  you  continued  to 
the  next,  to  the  next  section. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


That's  right. 

The  God  damnedest  thing  I  ever  saw. 

Typical. 

[Coughs]  My  guess  is  that  as  far  as  that  transction's 
concerned,  that  it  was  after,  that  he  got  the  money  after 
the  tenth,  but  I  don't  think  they  pointed  out  that  Sears 
got  it  before. 


DEAN: 


Well  it  was  con- 


PRESIDENT: 


[Unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


Well,  for  all  purposes,  the,  the,  uh,  the  donor  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Because  I'm  sure. 


DEAN: 


Vesco  — 
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PRESIDENT:     I'm  sure  that  Stans  would  never  do  a  thing  like  that. 


DEAN: 


Now,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT:     Never.  Never.   Never. 


DEAN: 


Uh,  I  think  we  have  a  good  strong  case  that  the  donor  had 
relinquished  control  over  the  money,  and  constructive 
possession  of  the  money  was  in  the  hands  of  the 


PRESIDENT:     Harry  Sears. 

DEAN:         finance  committee,  and  Sears  and,  uh,  and  the  like.   So 
that  there  is  no,  uh  — 

PRESIDENT:     How  did  they  get  my  brother  in  it?  Eddie? 

DEAN:         I'll  tell  you,  you  talk  of  the,  that  was  —  that  was  sheer 
sandbagging  of,  of  your  brother.  Here  is  what  they  did. 
They  called  him  down  here  in  Washington. 

PRESIDENT:     Who  did? 


DEAN: 


Uh ,  it's,  uh ,  let ' s  see , 


PRESIDENT: 


Sears? 


DEAN; 


it  was  Vesco;  it  was  Vesco  and  Sears,  and  said  that,  "We 
want  to  talk  to  you  about  the  nature  of  this  transaction 
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because  we  have  had   some  earlier   conversations  with 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


uh,    Stans."     He  really  wasn't  privy  to  it. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah,    I   know. 


DEAN: 


and  didn't  know  much  about   it;   said,   "Sure,    I'll   come  up." 
And  what   the,    the   long  and  short   of   it  was,    they  were 
asking  him  to  find  out   from  Stans  whether  they  wanted  cash 
or   check.      Stans  just   responded  to  your  brother  and  said, 
uh,"I  don't   really   care  —  whatever  they  want   to  do,"   and 
that's  what  he   relayed  back  and   it's,    uh  —  He  wasn't,    he,   he 
didn't   even  understand  why  he  was   there. 


PRESIDENT: 


Sure.   [Unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


So,  uh,  and  he's  clean  as  a  whistle.   There's  just  no  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Oh,  I  know  that.   I  know  that. 


DEAN:  Just  no  problem  at  all. 

PRESIDENT:     He  doesn't  know  anything  about  the  money  side. 

So  you'd  sort  of  lean  to  having  Stans  go  stalking  out 
there. 


DEAN: 


I  think  it'd  have  —  I  think  it  would  take  a  lot  of  the 
teeth  out  of  the  —  you  know  —  the  stardom  of  the  people 
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they'll  try  to  build  up  to.   If  Stans  had  already  gone 
through  a  hearing  in  another  connnittee,  obviously  they'll 
us(-  everything  they  have  at  that  time  and  it  won't  be  a 
hell  of  a  lot.   Uh,  it  confuses  the  public.   The  public 
is  bored  with  this  thing  already. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


One  of  the  s — ,  one  of  the  things  I  think  we  did  succeed 
in  before  the  election  — 


PRESIDENT:     Stans  is  very  clean.   What  I  mean  is,  let's  face  it,  on 

this  thing,  the  way  I  analyze  it,  and  I  have  stayed  deliber- 
ately away  from  it,  but  I  think  I  can  sense  what  it  is.   The 
way  I  analyze  the  thing,  Stans  would  have  been  horrified  at 
any  such  thing.  And,  uh,  and,  uh,  what  had  happened,  what 
happened  was  that  he,  he  honestly  is  outraged.   He  thinks 
that  what  happened  is  that  these  pipsqueaks  down  the  line 
took  in  some  of  his  hard  earned  cash  and  got  into  silly 
business  with  it. 

DEAN:         That's  right.   He  — 

PRESIDENT:     Isn't  that  what  he  really  thinks? 


DEAN: 


He,  he  does  and  he  is  a  victim  of  circumstances,  of  Innuendo, 
of  false  charges.   Uh,  he  has  a  darn  good  chance  of  winning 
that  libel  suit  he's  got  against  Larry  O'Brien. 


PRESIDENT: 


Has  he? 
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DEAN:         He's  —  that's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     Good.   That's  why  Larry  filed  a  countersuit. 

DEAN:         That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     I  see  Ziegler  was  disturbed  at  the  news  that  they  subpoenaed 
newsmen.   Did  it  disturb  you? 

DEAN:         It  didn't  disturb  me  at  all.   No,  sir.   I,  I  talked  to  Ron 
at  some  length  about  it  the  other  night, 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 

DEAN:         and  I  said,  "Ron,  if  it  —  first  of  all  you  can  be  —  rest 
assured  that  the  White  House  was  not 

PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible] 

DEAN:         involved  in  that  decision."  It's  not  a  criminal  case,  no, 
it's  a  — 

PRESIDENT:     It  doesn't  involve  prosecution. 

DEAN:         No,  it's  a  civil  deposition  and,  uh,  uh,  it's  not  if  —  we 

haven't  reached  the  newsman's  privilege  issue  yet,  and  that's 
way  down  the  road,  if  for  some  reason  they  refuse  to  testify 
on  some  given  evidence.   What  they  are  trying  to  establish 
is  the  fact  that,  uh,  Edward,  Edward  Bennett  Williams'  law 
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firm  passed  out  an  amended  complaint  that  libeled  Stans 
before  it  was  into  the  Court  process,  so  it  was  not  privi- 
leged.  And  the  newsmen  are  the  people  vdio  can  answer 
that  question.  Also,  they  are  trying  to  find  out  how 
Larry  O'Brien  and  Edward  Bennett  Williams  made  statements 
to  the  effect  that  this  law  suit  was  not  really  to  —  the 
first  law  suit  they  had  brought  against  the  Committee  — 
was  not  really  to  establish  any  invasion  of  pi;ivacy, 
but  rather  they  were  harassing  the,  uh,  uh,  the  Committee. 


PRESIDENT : 


They've  made  the  [unintelligible]? 


DEAN: 


They  made   this  off   the  record   to  several  newsmen  and  we 
know  they  did   this.      That   this  was  a  drumined  up  law  suit. 


PRESIDENT: 


So  therefore  that  proves,  uh,  also  malice,  doesn't  it? 


DEAN: 


It,  uh,  it  makes  the  abuse  of  process  s — ,  uh,  case  that 
we  have  against  them  on  a  countersuit.  And  the  lawyers 
made  a  very  conscious  and  good  decision  that  —  to  proceed 
with  the  suit ,  they  were  going  to  have  to  have  this  infor- 
mation and  it  doesn't  bother  me  that,  uh,  they  subpoenaed 
nine  or  ten  — 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  one  hell  of  a  lot  of  people  don't  give  one  God  damn 
about  this  issue  of  suppression  of  the  press,  and  so  forth. 
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We  know  that  we  aren't  trying  to  do  it,  when  they  can  all 
squeal  about  it.   It's  amusing  to  me  when  they  say  — 
somebody  says,  "I  watched  the  networks  and  they  weren't  — 
and  I  though  they  were  restrained."  What  the  Christ  do 
they  want  them  to  do  —  to  go  through  the  '68  syndrome, 
when  they  were  eight  to  one  against  us?  They  were  only 
three  to  one  this ,  this  time  on  the  —  according  to  the  aver- 
age. You  know,  it's  really,  really,  really  sickenting,  you 
know,  to  see 


DEAN: 


Right . 


PRESIDENT:  these  guys  that  always,  they  always  figured,  "Well,  we 
have  the  press  on  our  side."  Then  when  we,  uh,  we,  we 
receive  a  modest  amount  of  support  — 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     Colson,  sure,  making  them  move  it  around,  saying  [unintelligible] 
we  don't  like  this  or  that  but,  uh,  it  didn't  affect  them. 


DEAN: 


Well,  you  know  Colson 's  threat  of  a  law  suit  that  was,  was 
printed  in  Evans  and  Novak  had  a  very  sobering  effect  on 
several  of  the  national  magazines.   They  are  now  checking 
before  they  print  a  lot  of  this  Watergate  junk  they  print, 
with  the  press  office  trying  to  get  a  confirmation,  denial, 
comment  or  calling  the  individual  that's  involved.   And 
they  have  said  as  much  as  they  are  doing  it  because  they 
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are  afraid  someone  is  going  to  bring  a  libel  suit  on  them. 
So  it  did  have  a  sobering  effect.   It  will  keep  them,  maybe, 
honest  if  we  can,  uh,  remind  them  that  they  can't  print 
anything,  I  mean,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


Well,  you  of  course  know,  that  I  said  at  the  time  of  the 
Hills  case  —  Well,  it  is  God  damned  near  impossible  for  a 
public  figure  to  win  a  libel  case  anymore. 

Yes  sir.   It  is.   To  establish  (1)  malice,  or  reckless  dis- 
regard of  —  no  they're  both  very  difficult. 

[Sneezes]  Yeah.  Well,  malice  is  impossible,  virtually. 
This  guy  up  there,  "Who,  me?"  Reckless  disregard,  you  can, 
maybe . 

Tough.   That's  a  bad  decision,  Mr.  President.   It  really  is. 
It  was  a  bad  decision. 


PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible].  What  the  hell  happened.   What's  the  name 
of  that  —  I  don't  remember  the  case,  but  it  was  a  horrible 
decision. 


DEAN: 


New  York  Times  versus  Sullivan. 


PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible]  Sullivan  case. 


DEAN: 


[Unintelligible]   and  it  came  out  of,  uh,  out  of  the  South 
on  a  civil  rights  — 
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PRESIDENT:     Selma.   It  was  talking  about  some,  some  guy  that  was  —  yeah, 
he  was  a  police  chief  or  something.   Anjrway,  I  remember 
reading  it  at  the  time  when  —  that's  when  we  were  suing 
Life  you  know,  for  the  Hills.  When  Life  was  guilty  as  hell. 


DEAN: 


Did  they  win  it? 


PRESIDENT:     Supreme  Court  —  four  to  three.   There  were  a  couple  of  people 
who  couldn't,  uh  —  no,  five,  five  to  four  —  five  to  three 
and  a  half. 


DEAN: 


[Laughs] 


PRESIDENT:     Basically,  the,  uh  —  Well,  this  goes  back  to  executive 
privilege  [unintelligible].   Uh,  we  must,  uh,  we  must, 
must  go  forward  on  that.   Just  so  you  understand,  I  think 
you'd  better  go  over  and  get  in  touch  with  Dick,  and  say: 
you  keep  it  at  your  level;  don't  say  the  President  told  you 
to  say  so.  Well,  I  guess  it's  going  to  be  me  in  the  end, 
but  I,  I'd  say,  "This  is  the  position,  Dick,  you  should  take." 
Period.   Let's  let  him  get  out  there  and  take  it.   But  I 
want  them  to  think  they  can  appeal  to  me .   You  can  tell  him 
that  I  took  that  position  with  Baker.   But  he  —  Baker's  a 
smoothy  —  impressive  —  "Oh,  the  President  didn't  say  this 
or  that,"  he  said,  "we  just  think  he'll  tell  them  this." 


DEAN: 


[Laughs] 
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PRESIDENT:  Then  he'd  say,    "All  right,   they  have  studied  it,   they  have 

recommended  it  and   the  President  has  approved  it."     Right? 


DEAN; 


Now  how  about  — 


PRESIDENT:  Is  that  what  you  want   to  say? 

DEAN:  Yes   sir,    I,   I,   I  think  that's  absolutely  on  all   fours. 

And,  uh,  how  about  our  dealings  with  Baker?     Under  normal 
Congressional  relations,   uh,  vis-a-vis  Timmons  and  Baker, 
should  we  have  Timmons  making,   uh,  dealing  with  one  of 
the  ~ 

PRESIDENT:  Well,   he,  he  objected  to,   uh,   I  mean,    something,  now 

that's   a  curious   thing  on   that  —   it's  hard  to  know 
whether  this  would  be  a  very  big  gaff  by  calling  him, 
urging  and   trying  to  influence  who  would  be  on  his  staff. 
But  Jesus   Christ,   uh,   I  don't  know  why  he  did  blow,  he 
did   that,   if   he   did.      I  don't  —  But   if  he  did,    I  don't 
know  why  Baker  would  resent   it.      But,  nevertheless, 
he  ~ 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


[Clears  throat] 

[In  background:   "Thanks,  Virginia."] 

I  don't  know  how  to  deal  with  him,  frankly.   Don't  you 
ask  [unintelligible]   I  gathered  the  impression  that 
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DEAN: 


Baker  didn't  want  to  talk  to  anybody  but  Klelndlenst. 

Okay,  I  think  that's  one  we'll  just  have  to  monitor  and 
that's  one  we'll  have 


PRESIDENT: 


Fine. 


DEAN: 


to  know  an  awful  lot  about  if  something  comes  down  the 
road. 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


Well,  let's  just  let  Timmons  tell  Baker  that  if  he  wants 
to  talk  to,  if  he  wants  to  get  anybody  at  the  White  House, 
that  I  don't  want  him  to  talk  to  Timmons.   Of  course  Timmons 
is  a  party  in  interest  here,  too.   I  don't  want  him  to 

That's  right. 

talk  to  Haldeman;  I  don't  want  him  to  talk  to  Ehrlichman, 
that  you're  the  man  —  and  that  you're  available.   But 
leave  it  that  way:   that  you're  available  to  talk  to 
him,  but  not  for  everything.   But,  nobody  else.  How  does 
that  sound  to  you? 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


I  think  that  sounds  good. 

You  tell  Timmons  that  he  sees  him  privately  and  says 
that's  it.  We  are  not  pressing  him.  We  don't  care. 
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we're  not  —  because  Baker  —  [sighs].  The  woods  are 
full  of  weak  men. 


DEAN; 


PRESIDENT; 


I  would  suspect  if  we're  going  to  get  any  insight  into 
what  that  —  that  Special  Committee  is  going  to  do,  it's 
going  to  be  through  the  Gurneys  —  I  don't  know  about 
Weickei,  uh,  where  he's 

Weicker's  a  — 


DEAN; 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


DEAN: 


going  to  fall  out  on  this  thing. 


Well,  he'll,  he'll,  he'll  be  — 


Whatever 's  up  — 


PRESIDENT:     I  think  Weicker,  the  line  to  Weicker  is  Gray.   Now,  Gray 
has  got  to  shape  up  here  and,  and,  uh,  handle  himself 
well,  too.   Do  you  think  he  will? 


PRESIDENT: 


I  do.      I   think  Pat   is,   uh,    think  Pat   is   tough.      He   goes 
up  this  morning,    as  you  know.      Uh,  he  is,    uh,  he  is 
ready.      He   is  very   comfortable   in  all  of  the  decisions 
he  has  made,   and,   uh,    I   think  he'll  be   good. 

But  he's   close  to  Weicker  —   that's  what   I  meant. 


DEAN: 


Yes,    he   is. 
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And,  uh,  so,  uh.  Gray,  Gray  — 


DEAN: 


As  a  vehicle  —  yes. 


PRESIDENT:     One  rather  amusing  thing  about  the  Gray  thing  is  that 
I,  I  —  and  I  knew  this  would  come  —  they  constantly 
say  that  Gray  is  a  political  crony  of,  and  a  personal 
crony  of  the  President's.   Did  you  know  that  I  have  never 
seen  him  socially? 


DEAN: 


Is  that  correct?  No,  I  didn't. 


PRESIDENT:     He's  —  I  think  he's  been  to  a  couple  of  White  House 
but  I  have  never  seen  Pat  Gray  separately. 


DEAN: 


Oh,    the  press  has  got   him  meeting  you  at   a  social   function. 
And,    and,   uh,   going  on  from  there. 


PRESIDENT: 


When? 


DEAN: 


Back  in   '47,   I   think,    is  something  I  have  read. 


PRESIDENT:  Maybe  Radford  had  a  party  or  something. 

DEAN:  Something  like   that. 

PRESIDENT:  Something  like   that.      But   that's  all.      Uh,   well  that's 

—  I  don't  know.      Gray   is,   uh,    is  somebody  that   I,    that   I 
know  only  as  a  —  He  was   a,   he  was   Radfoisd's  Assistant, 
used  to  attend  NSC  meetings. 
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DEAN: 


Uh  huh. 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


So  I've  met  him.   He's  never  been  social.   Edgar  Hoover, 
on  the  other  hand ,  I  have  seen  socially  at  least  a 
himdred  times.  He  and  I  were  very  close  friends. 

That's  curious,  the  way  the  press  just  — 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


But  John  —  and  that's  the  point:   Hoover  was  my 
crony  and  friend.   He  was  as  close  or  closer  to  me  than 
Johnson,  actually,  although  Johnson  used  him  more.   But 
as  for  Pat  Gray,  Christ,  I  never  saw  him. 

While  it  might  have  been,  uh,  a  lot  of  blue  chips  to 
the  late  Director,  I  think  we  would  have  been  a  lot 
better  off  during  this  whole  Wagergate  thing  if  he'd 
been  alive,  'cause  he  knew  how  to  handle  that  Bureau, 


PRESIDENT: 


Oh. 


DEAN:         knew  how  to  keep  them  in  bounds,  uh  —  was  a  tough  cookie. 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  if,  if  Hoover  ever  fought  —  He  would  have  fought, 
that's  the  point.  He'd  have  fired  a  few  people,  or 
he'd  have  scared  them  to  death.  He's  got  files  on 
everybody,  God  damn  it. 
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DEAN: 


[Laughs]  That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     But  now,  at  the  present  time,  the  Bureau  is  leaking  like 

a  sieve,  and,  uh.  Baker,  and,  and  —  Gray  denies  it.   Just 
says  it's  not  coming  from  the  Bureau.   Just  who  in  the  hell 
is  it  coming  from?   How  in  the  hell  could  it  be  coming  from 
anybody  else?  It  isn't  coming  from  Henry  Petersen,  is  it? 


DEAN: 


No.   I  just  would  not 


PRESIDENT: 


It  isn't  coming  from  the  depositions,  is  it? 


DEAN: 


No.   It's  that,  well,  they're  getting,  they're  getting 
raw  data.  They're  getting  the  raw,  what  they  call,  302 
forms. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


Those  are  the  summaries  of  the  interviews. 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah.  Yeah.  Well,  [coughs]  if  you  could  do  —  handle 
it  that  way,  I  think  that's  the  best  thing  to  do.   Do 
you  ever  wonder,  really,  if  Colson,  who's  got  the  brass, 
the  balls  of  a  brass  monkey,  shouldn't  bring  a 
suit.   Now,  then,  uh,  understand,  that  I  know 
that  Colson,  Colson 's  got  a  lot  of  vulnerabilities. 
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Uh,  you  know,  in  terms  of  people  that  he  knew,  and  so 
forth  and  so  on.   It's  certainly  an  issue.   But  I  mean 
on  a  narrow  issue  — 


DEAN: 


Well,  Chuck  and  I  talked  about  this. 


PRESIDENT: 


He  could  win  it. 


DEAN: 


He,  he  could  possibly  win  the  suit,  but,  uh,  lose  the 
war,  for  this  reason: 


PRESIDENT:      [Unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


A  counter-discovery  in  a  libel  action  has  no  bounds. 


PRESIDENT: 


I  get  it.   Okay. 


DEAN: 


The  subject  is  wide  open. 


PRESIDENT:      [Unintelligible] 


DEAN:         That's  the  problem  there. 


PRESIDENT:     That's  the  District  Code  in  the  Federal  Court? 


DEAN: 


That's  right.  They  could  just  come  in  and,  and  depose  him 
on  everything  he's  done  at  any  point  in  time,  and  that 
does  it. 


PRESIDENT: 


Keep  him  out  of  it.   Keep  him  out  of  it. 


DEAN: 


Right. 


PRESIDENT:     Why  doesn't  Stans  be  the  suer?  He  is  the  suer,  anyway. 
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DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


He's  got  a  good  one,  and,  iih ,  uh,  he  may  well  prevail. 
Way  —  It  may  well  be  the  device  to  force  a  settlement 
of  all  these  other  suits  we've  got  out  there.   You  know, 
we've  got  fourteen  million  dollars  worth  of  suits  against 
us,  and  we've  got  seven  or  s — , or  ten  against  them. 

Christ,  they  all  ought  to  get  together  and  drop  them. 

That's  what  we're   trying  to  get   accomplished. 


PRESIDENT:  Hell,   yes. 

DEAN:  They're  just  costing,   they're,    they're  causing  everybody 

problems,    and,   uh  — 

PRESIDENT:  That's   right,    that's   right  —  and  they've  got   problems, 

and  we've  got   them. 


DEAN: 


Uh  — 


PRESIDENT:     So,  you  see  this  Vesco  thing  coming  up  bums  my  tail, 
'cause  I,  I  raised  hell  with  Haldeman  on  this  and  he 
didn't  do  anything  about  it.   Well,  I  guess  he  couldn't. 
What  in  the  name  of  God  ever  became  of  our  investigation 
of  their  financial  activities?  Jesus  Christ,  they  borrowed 
—  they  cancelled  debts,  they  borrowed  money.   What  the 
hell  is  that? 
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DEAN: 


It's,  uh,  it's  still  going  on,  Mr.  President.   They're  — 
look  —  McGovem's  stuff  is  in  such  bad  shape.  That's 
another  unfortunate  thing.   Tl*  GAO  comes  in  to  audit  us. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


They,  they,  they  find  all  the  documents,  so  they  are 
able  to  make  — 


PKESIDENT:     [Unintelligible]  GAO  say  that. 


DEAN: 


They  —  Well,  they  have  now,  but  it,  you  know,  gets 
about  that  much 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


coverage  in  the  paper.   They  can't  even  figure  out  what 
McGovern's  done,  the  books  are  in  such  a  mess,  but  you 
haven't  seen  them  say  anything  yet.   And  that's  one  of 
those  things  that,  hopefully,  we'll,  uh  — 

Bring  out  in  the  hearings. 


DEAN:         Bring  out  as  to  what  a  mess  this  was,  and,  and  — 

PRESIDENT:  How  are  you  going  to  bring  it  out?     You  can't  bring  it 

out   in  these  hearings. 


DEAN: 


Well  I  think,  I  think  — 
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PRESIDENT: 


Ervin'll  rule  it  out. 


DEAN: 


I  think  an  independent  sort  of  media  type  will  bring  it  out, 
uh.   Chuck  is  going  to  be  of  aid  when  he  is  out  there  not 
connected  with  the  White  House. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


Little  bits  of  tidbits  can  be  dropped  to  Chuck,  'cause 
Chuck' 11  still  have  his  channels  to 


PRESIDENT: 


Sure. 


DEAN:  push  things  out. 

PRESIDENT:     Sure.  That's  what  —  In  my  view,  I  have  use  —  Of  course 
it's  hard  for  him  to  leave  because  he  loves  the  action 
and  the  rest.   But  apart  from  the  financial  part  of  it,  at 
his  age,  and  so  forth  —  which  everybody  has  to  think  of  — 
Colson  can  be  more  valuable  out  than  in,  because,  basically 
in,  he  just  reached  the  point  where  he  was,  uh,  he  was 
too  visible. 

DEAN:         He  is  a  lightning  rod. 

PRESIDENT:     And,  uh,  and  outside,  I  mean,  he  can  start  this  and  that 
and  tell  them,  "I'm  a  private  citizen  and  I'm  saying  what 
I  God  damn  please."  Right? 
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DEAN: 


That's  right.  That's  absolutely  right.   I  think  Chuck 
can  be  of  great  aid  in  this  thing,  and  I  think  he'll, 
uh,  he'll  do  it. 


PRESIDENT:     Now,  on  the  other  thing,  that  is,  to  recap:  You  will 

talk  to,  uh,  Timmons  about  the  Baker  thing.   Get  that  — 
get  him  tied  down  to  the  extent  he  can.   I  doubt  if  much 
could  be  done  there.   You  must  talk  to  Kleindienst,  fast, 
so  that  Kleindienst  knows  that  it's  been  decided,  and 
that's  it.  And,  he'll  say,  "Well,  they  won't  take  it." 
[Unintelligible].   That's  all  right.   That's  what  it  is, 
you  know.   Go  on  to  the  written  interrogatory  thing.  We  shall 
see.  Your,  your  view  would  be  not  to  give  any  further  ground 
on  that? 


DEAN: 


I'd  say  hold  —  You  know,  you,  you,  you  Initially  hold  the 
line  as  far  as  you  go  if  it  becomes  apparent  that  it's 
necessary  for  informational  purposes. 


PRESIDENT:     When  the  main,  the  main  thing  is  not  to  — 

DEAN:         I  mean,  the  President,  the  President's  not  going  to  hide 
any  information.  He's  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Huh? 


DEAN: 


You're  not  going  to  hide  any  information. 
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PRESIDENT:     Yeah, 


DEAN: 


Then  this  can  be  given  in  a  sworn  statement,  uh, 
through,  uh,  an  interrogatory  —  send  your  questions 
down,  they'll  be  answered.   We  won't  hide  the  information. 
We  won't,  uh,  change  the,  uh,  the  nature  of  the  ability 
of  the  President  to  make  decisions,  to  operate  internally 
and  the  like. 


PRESIDENT; 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


because  you  have  a  political  circus  going. 


PRESIDENT:     Okay.  I  understand  you,  you  —  that  Mollenhoff  still 
thinks  everybody  should  go  up  and  testify. 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     Uh,  but  at  least  you  had  a  talk  with  him.   I  do  want 
you  to  look  into  the  case,  though. 


DEAN: 


Yes,  sir,  I  am. 


PRESIDENT:  If   the  guy's  got   a  bad   rap,   uh,   his,   his  man,    God  damn 

it,   we'll   get  him  out   of   it. 


DEAN; 


I  am  doing  that.   I  talked  to  Clark,  uh. 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 
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DEAN: 


yesterday.   Uh,  I  talked  to  him  last  night  again. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah .   Okay . 


DEAN: 


And,  I  —  he's  on  this  as  hot  and  heavy  as  can  be  and  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Well,  does  he  think  he's  got  a  bad  rap? 


DEAN: 


He  does  —  he  thinks  he's  got  a  bad  rap.  And  I,  you  know  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Maybe  he  has. 


DEAN: 


It's  a  very  funny  — 


PRESIDENT:     I  know  Rule  doesn't  have  a  bad  rap.  That  much  —  which,  uh, 
by,  when,  when  Rule,  Rule,  Rule,  uh,  because  when,  when 
a,  when  a  bureaucrat  takes  it  upon  himself  to  go  out  and, 
and  go  way  beyond  the  pale  in  terms  of  attacking  an 
Administration  like  he  did,  that  can't  be  tolerated. 
That  —  He,  he  —  you've  got  to  — 


DEAN: 


It's  a  different  — 


PRESIDENT :     Suppose  a  Congressman  or  a  Senator  or  one  of  his  Ad- 
ministrative Assistants  went  out  and  attacked  one  of  his 
contributors.  What  the  hell  would  he  do?  Fire  him. 
That's  right. 


DEAN: 


Right. 
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PRESIDENT:     No  —  I  noticed  several  of  our  Congressmen  and  brave 
Republican  Senators  called  upon  us  to  reinstate  Rule. 
Congress  is,  of  course,  on  its,  its  —  It  can  —  I 
guess  they  are  so  enormously  frustrated  that  they're 
irrelevant.   Isn't  that  the  point?  That's  their  problem. 


DEAN: 


I  think,  I  think  there's  a  lot  of  that. 


PRESIDENT:     It's  too  bad  we  can  take  no  comfort  —  we  can  take  very 

little  comfort  from  this ;  we  have  to  work  with  them.   But 
they  become  irrelevant  because  they're  so  damned  irrespon- 
sible. Much  as  we  would  like  that  it  would  be  otherwise. 
Pretty  sad  lot,  isn't  it? 


DEAN: 


It  is.  Yes,  sir.  I  spent  some  years  on  the  Hill  myself 
and  one  of  the  things  I  always  noticed  was  the  inability 
of  the,  of  the  Congress  to,  to  deal  effectively  with  the 
Executive  Branch  because  (1)  they  don't  —  they've  never 
supplied  themselves  with  adequate  staffs,  in  other  words, 
had  adequate  information  available,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT:     Well  now  they've  got  huge  staffs,  though,  compared  to 
what  we  had,  you  see. 


DEAN: 


Well  they've  got  huge  staffs,  uh,  true,  as  opposed  to  what 
they  had  years  ago. 
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PRESIDENT:  [Unintelligible] 

DEAN:  But  they  are  still 

PRESIDENT:  —  inadequate. 

DEAN:  inadequate  to  deal  effectively  — 

PRESIDENT:     God,  don't,  don't,  don't  [coughs],  don't  get  into  — 
Please  don't  try  [unintelligible] 

DEAN:         No,  no,  I'm  not  suggesting  that  —  I  keep,  uh,  I  reserve 
my, 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


my  observations  for  myself.  Well,  I  think  this,  these 
hearings  are  going  to  be  hot,  and  I  think  they  are  going 
to  be  tough.   Uh,  I  think  they  are  going  to  be  gory  in  some 
regards,  but  I'm  also  convinced  that  if  everyone  pulls 
their  own  oar  in  this  thing,  in  —  all  those  we've  got 
with  various  concerns,  that  we  can  make  it  through  these, 
and  minimal  people  will  be  hurt.  And  they  may  even 
paint  themselves  as  being  such  partisans  and  off  base, 
that  they  are  really  damaging  the  institutions  of  govern- 
ment themselves,  and  — 

[Coughs]   I  frankly  would  say  that  I  perhaps  rather  that  they 
be  partisan  —  that  they  get  to  be  partisan. 
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DEAN: 


I,  we're  going  to  hope  they,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT:     I,  I'd  rather  have  that,  rather  than  for  them  to  have 
the  facade  of  fairness  and  all  the  rest,  and  then  come 
out  —  'cause  Ervin,  in  spite  of  all  this  business  about 
his  being  a  great  Constitutional  lawyer  —  Christ,  he's 
got,  he's  got  Baker  totally  buffaloed  on  that.   I  mean, 
Ervin  is  as  partisan  as  most  of  our  Southern  gentlemen 
are.   They,  they,  they  are  great  politicians.   They're 
just  more  clever  than  the  minority.   Just  more  clever. 


DEAN: 


Well,  I'm,  I'm  convinced  it  may  be  shown  that  he  is 
merely  a  puppet  for  Kennedy  in  this  whole  thing. 


PRESIDENT: 


Kennedy . 


DEAN: 


For  Kennedy.   The  fine  hand  of  the  Kennedys  is  behind 
this  whole  hearing  that's  going  on  —  or  that  is  forth- 
coming. There  is  no  doubt  about  it.   When,  when  they 
considered  the  resolutions  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  I  got 
the  Record  out  to  read  it.   Who  asked  special  permission 
to  have  their  staff  man  on  the  floor?  Kennedy 


PRESIDENT: 


Right . 


DEAN: 


brings  this  man  Flug  out  on  the  floor  when  they're 
debating  a  resolution.  He  is  the  only  one  that  did  this. 
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Uh,  it's  been  Kennedy's  push,  quietly,  his  constant 
investigation,  his  committee  using  their  subpoenas  to 
get  at  Kalmbach,  uh,  and  all  these  people, 

PRESIDENT:     Uh  huh. 

DEAN:         that's  kept  the  quiet  and  constant  pressure  on  the  thing. 
I  think  this  fellow  Sam  Dash,  who  has  been  selected 
Counsel,  is  a  Kennedy  choice.   I  think  it's  also 
something  we'll  be  able  to  quietly  and  slowly  document. 
People  will  print  it  in  the  press,  and,  uh. 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


Um  huh. 

the  partisan  cast  of  this  will  become  much  more  apparent. 

Yeah,  I  guess  the  Kennedy  crowd  is  just  laying  in  the 

bushes  waiting  to  make  their  move.   Boy,  it's  a  shocking 

thing.  You  know,  we,  we  talk  about  Johnson  using  the 

FBI.   Did  your  friends  tell  you,  did  your  friends  tell 

you  whether  —  what  Bobby  did,  or  whether  he  [unintelligible]? 

I,  I  haven't  heard  but  I  wouldn't  — 


PRESIDENT:     Johnson  believes  that  Bobby  bugged  him. 


DEAN:         That  wouldn't  surprise  me,  uh  — 
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PRESIDENT:     Bobby  was  a  ruthless  little  bastard.   But  the  FBI  does  — 
they,  they  tell  you  that,  uh,  Sullivan  told  you  that, 
the  New  Jersey  thing?  We  did  use  a  bug  up  there  —  just 
for  intelligence  work. 


DEAN: 


Intelligence  work  —  just  had  agents  a]l  over  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


Frankly,  the  doctors  say  that  the  poor  old  gent  had  a  tumor. 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     The  FBI  [unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


Well,  uh,  he  used  Abe  Fortas  and  Deke  DeLoach  backed  up 
by,  uh,  some  other  people  in  the  Bureau  that  were  standing 
ready  to  go  out  and  try  to  talk  this  doctor  into  examining 
Walter  Jenkins  to  say  the  man  had  a  brain  tumor.  He  was 
very  ill,  that's  why  the  erratic  behavior.  And  this 
doctor,  uh,  wouldn't  buy  it. 


PRESIDENT: 


The  doctor  had  never  examined  him  before  or  anything. 


DEAN: 


No. 


PRESIDENT:     They  were  trying  to  set  that  up  though,  huh. 


DEAN: 


Oh,  yeah,  that  would 've  — 


PRESIDENT:     What  other  kind  of  activities? 
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DEM:         Well,  I,  you  know,  as  I  say,  I  haven't  probed  uh,  uh, 

PRESIDENT:     Sullivan. 

DEAN:         Sullivan  to  the  depths  on  this  because  I  —  he's,  he's 
one  I  want  to  treat  at  arm's  length,  till  we  make  sure 

PRESIDENT:     Right. 

DEAN:         he  is  safe. 

PRESIDENT:     That's  right. 


DEAN: 


But  he  has  a  world  of  information  that,  uh,  may  be 
available. 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


But  he  says  that  what  happened  on  the,  on  the,  uh, 
bugging  thing  is  —  who  told  what  to  whom  again?  The 
bugging  thing? 

Oh.   On  the  '68  thing  —  I  was  trying  to  track  down  the, 
the  leaks. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


He  said  that  the  only  place  he  could  figure  it  coming 
from  would  be  one  of  a  couple  of  sources  he  was  aware 
of,  uh,  that  had  been  somewhat  discussed  publicly.  He 
said  that  Hoover  had  told  Patrick  Coyne  about  the  fact 
.that  this  was  being  done.   Coyne  had  told  Rockefeller. 
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PRESIDENT: 


Yeah  [unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


Now  Rockefeller  has  told  Kissinger.   Now,  I  have  never 
run  it  any  step  beyond  what  Mr.  Sullivan  said  there. 
Now,  the  other  thing  is  that  when  the  records  were  un- 
available for  Hoover  —  all  these  logs, 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah.   [Clears  throat] 


DEAN: 


Hoover  tried  to  re  — ,  reconstruct  them  by  going  to  the 
Washington  Field  Office  and  he  made  a  pretty  good  stir 
about  what  he  was  doing  when  he  was  trying  to  get  the 
record  and  reconstruct  it.  And,  he  said  that  at  that 
time  we  probably  hit  the  grapevine  in  the  Bureau  that 
this  had  occurred.   But  there  is  no  evidence  of  it.   Uh, 
the  records  show  at  the  Department  of,  of  Justice  and, 
and  the  FBI  that  there's  no  such,  uh,  surveillance  was 
ever  conducted.   Uh  — 


PRESIDENT:     Shocking  [unintelligible] 

DEAN:         Now,  about  White  House  staff  and  reporters  and  the  like, 
and,  now,  the  only,  the  other  person  that  knows  —  is 
aware  of  it  —  is  Mark  Felt,  and  we've  talked  about  Mark 
Felt,  and,  uh  —  I  guess,  uh  — 

PRESIDENT:     What  does  it  do  to  him,  though?   Let's  face  it.   You 
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DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


know,  suppose  that  Felt  comes  out  and  unwraps  the  whole 
thing.   What  does  it  do  to  him? 

He  can't  do  it.   It  just  — 

But  my  point  is:  Who's  going  to  hire  him? 


DEAN:         That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     Let's  face  it. 

DEAN:         He  can't.  He's  — 

PRESIDENT:     If  he  —  the  guy  that  does  that  can  go  out  and,  uh,  you 

mean  he's  a  —  of  course,  he  couldn't  do  it  unless  he  had 
a  guarantee  from  somebody  like  Time  Magazine  saying 
"Look  we'll  give  you  a  job  for  life."  Then  what  do  they 
do?  They  ptit  him  in  a  job  for  life,  and  everybody  would 
treat  him  like  a  pariah.   He's  in  a  very  dangerous 
situation.   These  guys  you  know  —  the  informers,  look 
what  it  did  to  Chambers.   Chambers  informed  because  he 
didn ' t  give  a  God  damn . 

DEAN:  That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     But  then,  one  of  the  most  brilliant  writers  according  to 
jljB  [unintelligible]  we've  ever  seen  in  this  country  — 
and  I  am  not  referring  to  the  Communist  issue  —  this 
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DEAN: 


greatest  single  guy  in  the  time  of  —  twenty-five  or, 
thirty  years  ago,  probably,  probably  the  best  writer 
[unintelligible]  this  century.   They  finished  him. 

Uh  huh.   Well,  I  think,  I,  there's  no  — 


PRESIDENT:     Either  way,  either  way,  the,  the,  the  Informer  is  not 

wanted  in  our  society.   Either  way,  that's  the  one  thing 
people  do  sort  of  line  up  against.  They, 

DEAN:         That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     they  say,  well  that  son-of-a-bitch  Informed,   I  don't 

want  him  around.   We  wouldn't  want  him  around,  would  we? 


DEAN: 


I  don't,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Hoover  to  Coyne  to  N.R.  to  K.   Right? 


DEAN: 


Right. 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


Good  God.   Why  would  Coyne  tell  Nelson  Rockefeller? 
He  was  a  —  I've  known  Coyne  for  years.   I've  —  not 
well,  but  I  —  he  was  a  great  friend  of,  oh,  uh,  one  of 
my  Administrative  —  Bob,  uh.  King,  who  was  a  Bureau  man. 

Now  this  is  Sullivan's  story.   I  have  no  — 

Fine.   That's  all  right. 
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DEAN: 


I  don't  know  if  it's  true,  but  I  don't  have  any  reason 
to  doubt  that  — 


PRESIDENT:     Most  of  this  is  Gospel.  Hoover  told  me,  so,  uh  —  and 
he  also  told  Mitchell,  personally,  that  this  had 
happened.   [Unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


DEAN: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


Are  you  talking  —  I  was  talking  about  the  '68,  uh,  inci- 
dent that  just  occurred.   Not  the  — 


PRESIDENT:     I'm  talking  about  the  '68  bugging  of  the  plane. 


Yeah.  Oh,  I  wasn't  referring  to  that  now.  When  this, 
when  this  Coyne,  to  — 


PRESIDENT:     Oh,  oh,  that's  — 


This,  this  was  the,  this  was  the  fact  that  newsmen  had 
been  uh,  I,  I  —  excuse  me,  I  thought  he  meant  the 
reference  to  the  fact  that,  uh. 

Oh. 


DEAN: 


DEAN: 


three  years  ago  the  White  House  had  allegedly  —  the  Time  story. 


PRESIDENT:     Oh,  this  is  a  ~  That's,  that's  not  the,  uh  — 


No,  on  the,  on  the  '68  incident,  uh,  all  I've  been  able 
to  find  out  is  what  you  told  me  that  Hoover  had  told 
you,  what  he'd 
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PRESIDENT:  Yeah. 


DEAN: 


told  Mitchell. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT ; 


DEAN: 


He,  uh  ~ 


Mitchell  corroborates  that,  doesn't  he? 


That's  right.   Uh,  then 


PRESIDENT:     Sullivan  doesn't  remember  that? 


DEAN: 


Kevin  Phillips  called  Pat  Buchanan  the  other  day  with, 
with  a,  with  a  tidbit  that,  uh,  Dick  Whelan  on 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


the  NSC  staff  had  seen  memoranda  between  the  NSC  and 
the  FBI  that  the  FBI  had  been  instructed  to  put  sur- 
veillance on  Anna  Chennault ,  the  South  Vietnamese  Embassy 
and 


PRESIDENT: 


That  is  a  — 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


the  Agnew  plane, 

Agnew? 

Agnew  plane . 


-42- 


(658) 


47.1     TRANSCErPT  OF  FEBRUARY  28.    197S  MEETING,    1-71 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


They  put  It  on  our  —  well,  this  isn't  mine  —  maybe 
I'm  wrong. 

Now,  and  it  said  al — ,  and  this  note  also  said  that, 
uh,  Deke  DeLoach  was  the  operative  FBI  officer  on  this. 

I  think  DeLoach 's  memory  now  is  very,  very  hazy  in  that 
connection.   He  doesn't  remember  anything. 

Well,  I  talked  to  Mitchell  about  this  and  Mitchell  says 
that  he's  talked  to  DeLoach.   DeLoach  has  in  his  pos- 
session, and  he  has  let  Mitchell  review  them,  some  of 
the  files  on  this.  Uh  — 


PRESIDENT:     But  not,  but  not  — 

DEAN:         But  they  don't  go  very  far;  they  don't  go  very  far  — 
This,  this  is  DeLoach,  uh,  protecting  his  own  hide. 

■9 

The,  uh  — 

PRESIDENT:     They  are  never  going  to  —  It's  just  as  well,  to  be 

candid  with  you.   Just  as  well.   But,  uh  —  so  Hoover 
told  Coyne,  and,  uh,  and  —  who  told  Rockefeller, 

DEAN:  —  that  this  — 

PRESIDENT:     who  told  Kissinger  that  newsmen  were  being  bugged 
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DEAN: 


Yeah. 


PRESIDENT:     by  us. 


DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


That's  right. 

Now  why  would  Hoover  do  that? 

I  don't  have  the  foggiest.   This  was  Sullivan's  story 
as  to  where,  uh.  the  leak  might  have  come  from  about 
this  currant  Ti^  Kaga.ine  story,  which  we  are  stone- 
walling  totally,  uh  — 

Oh.  absolutely. 


NOTE: 


At  this  point,  there  was  a  discussion  of  one  minute 
and  twelve  seconds  which  has  been  deleted. 
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[DELETION  CONTINUED] 
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PRESIDENT:     Sure.   And  the,  and  the,  and  the,  and  Henry's  staff  — 

He  insisted  on  Lake,  you  see,  after  working  with  McGov — , 
uh,  uh,  for  Muskie. 


DEM: 


Um  huh. 


PRESIDENT:     Incidentally,  didn't  Muskie  do  anything  bad  on  there? 

[Unintelligible]  Henry  [unintelligible],  ^t  least  I  know 
not  because  I  know  that,  I  know  that  he  asked  that  it 
.,   be  done,  and  I  assumed  that  it  was.  Lake  and  Halperin. 
They're  both  bad.   But  the  taps  were,  too.   They  never 
helped  us.   Just  gobs  and  gobs  of  material:   gossip 
and  bull  shitting  [unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


Um  huh. 


PRESIDENT:     The  tapping  was  a  very,  very  unproductive  thing.   I've 
always  known  that.  At  least,  I've  never,  it's  never 
been  useful  in  any  operation  I've  ever  conducted.   Well, 
is  it  your  view  that  we  should  try  to  get  out  that  '68 
story  then,  if  we  can? 


DEAN: 


Well,  I  think  the  threat  , 


PRESIDENT: 


[Unintelligible] 
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DEAN: 


the  threat  of  the  '68  story  when,  when  Scott  and  the 
others  were  arguing  that  the  Committee  up  on  the  Hill 
broadened  its  mandate 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


to  include  other  elections. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


they  were  hinting  around  that  something  occurred  in 
'68  and  '64  that  should  be  looked  at. 


PRESIDENT:     Right.   Goldwater  claims  he  was  bugged. 


DEAN: 


That's  right.  Now  I  think  that,  I  think  that,  that 
threats  — 


PRESIDENT:     Did  you  think  Gold  —  Oh,  you,  didn't  you  say  that 
Johnson  did  bug  Goldwater 's  — ? 


DEAN: 


He,  he  didn't  —  well,  I,  we  don't  know,  I  don't  know 
if  he  bugged  him,  but  — 


PRESIDENT:     He  did  intelligence  work? 


DEAN: 


He  did  intelligence  work  up  one  side  and  down  the  other  — 


PRESIDENT: 


From  the  FBI? 
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DEAN: 


From  the  FBI.   Uh,  just  up  one  side  and  dovm  the  other 
on  Goldwater. 


PRESIDENT:     Um  hm. 


DEAN: 


Now  I  have  not  had  a  chance  to  talk  to  the  Senator,  and 
I've  known  the  Senator  for  twenty  years.  Uh,  he  is  the 
first  man  in  public  life  I  ever  met.  Uh,  Barry  Jr.  and 
I  were  roommates  in  school  together,  so  I,  I,  you  know, 
I  can  talk  to  the  man. 


PRESIDENT: 


Sure. 


DEAN: 


I  am  really  going  to  sit  down  with  him  one  day  and  say. 


PRESIDENT:     I  think  you  should. 


DEAN: 


say,  what. 


PRESIDENT: 


Say,  "What  the  hell  do  you — " 


DEAN: 


what,  what  do  you 


PRESIDENT: 


Do  you  have  any  hard  evidence? 


DEAN: 


That's  right.   Then  we  can  go  from  there  and 


PRESIDENT:     Right. 


DEAN: 


possibly  reconstruct  some  things. 
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PRESIDENT:     Get  some  stuff  written,  and  so  forth.   I  do  think  you've 
got  to  remember  that,  as  you  sure  do,  this  is  mainly  a 
public  relations  thing,  anyway.  What  is  the  situation, 
incidentally,  with  regard  to  the,  the  sentencing  of  our, 
of  the  people,  the  seven?  When  the  hell  is  that  going 
to  occur? 


DEAN: 


That's  likely  to  occur,  I  would  say,  [sighs]  could  occur 
as  early  as  late  this  week,  more  likely  sometime  next 
week. 


PRESIDENT : 


Why  has  it  been  delayed  so  long? 


DEAN: 


Well,  they,  they've  been  in,  in  process  of  preparing 
the  pre-sentence  report.   The  Judge  sends  out  probation 
officers  to  find  out  everybody  who  knew 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


these  people,  and  then  he'll  — 


PRESIDENT:     He's  trying  to  work  on  them  to  break  them,  is  he? 
[Unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


Well,  there's  some  of  that.   They  are  using  the  pro- 
bation officer  for  more  than  a  normal  probation  report. 
They  are  trying  to,  uh. 
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PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


do  a  mini-investigation  by  the  Judge  himself,  which 
is  his  only  investigative  tool  here,  so,  they,  that, 
they  are  virtually  completed  now.   They  —  the  U.  S. 
Attorney  who  handles,  the,  the  Assistant  U.  S.  Attorney. 


PRESIDENT:     You  know  when  they  talk,  though,  about  a  thirty-five  year 
sentence,  now  here's,  here's  something  that  does  not 
involve  —  There  were  no  weapons,  right?  There  were  no 
injuries,  right?  There  was  no  succe — ,  well,  success 
maybe  —  I  don't  know.   The  point  is  —  the,  uh  —  that,  that 
sort  of  thing  is  just  ridiculous.   One  of  these,  one  of  these 
blacks,  you  know,  goes  in  here  and  holds  up  a,  a  store 
with  a  God  damned  gun,  and,  uh,  they  give  him  two  years 
and  then  probation  after 


DEAN: 


And  they  — 


PRESIDENT: 


six  months. 


DEAN: 


And  they  let  him  out  on,  on  bond  during  the  time  that 
he  is  considering  his  case.  These  fellows  cannot  get 
out  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Are  they  out?  Have  they  been  in  jail? 
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DEAN: 


They're  in  —  well,  all  but  one.  Hunt  made  the,  the 
bond.   Everybody  else  is  in  jail.   They've  got  a 
hundred-thousand  dollar  surety  bond  which  means  they 
have  to  put  up  actual  collateral,  and  none  of  these 
people  have  a  hundred-thousand  dollars.   The  Court  of 
Appeals  has  been  sitting  for  two  weeks  or  better  now 
on  a  review  of  the  bond  issue.  They're  not  even  letting 
these  people  out  to  prepare  their  case  for  appeal. 


NOTE: 


At  this  point,  there  was  a  discussion  of  about  fifteen 
minutes  which  has  been  deleted. 


PRESIDENT: 


You  still  think  Sullivan  is  basically  reliable? 


DEAN: 


I,  I  have  nothing  to  judge 


PRESIDENT: 


No. 


DEAN: 


that  on  other  —  I  watched  him  for  a  number  of  years. 
I  watched  him  when  he  was  working  with  Tom  Huston  on 
domestic  intelligence,  and  his, in  his  desire  to  do  the 
right  thing.   Uh,  I  tried  to,  you  know,  stay  in  touch 
with  Bill,  and  find  out  what  his  moods  are.   Bill  was 
forced  on  the  outside  for  a  long  time.  He  didn't 
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become,  he  didn't  become  bitter.   He  sat  back  and 
waited  until  he  could  come  back  in.  Uh,  he  didn't  try 
to  force  or  blackmail  his  way  around,  uh,  with  knowledge 
he  had.   So,  I,  I  have,  I  have  no  signs  of  anything  but 
a  reliable  man  who  thinks  a  great  deal  of  this  Adminis- 
tration and  of,  and  of  you. 

PRESIDENT:     You  understand  the  problem  we  have  here  is  that  Gray  is 
going  to  insist,  I  am  sure,  come  down  hard  for  Felt  as 
the  second  man.  And  that  would  worry  the  hell  out  of  me  if 
Felt  —  I  think  at  the  present  time  it  doesn't. 


DEAN: 


It,  it  worries  me,  frankly. 


PRESIDENT: 


But  for  the  future  isn't  it  a  problem? 


DEAN: 


I  think  it  is  for  the  future,  'cause  onl  —  things  can 
only  get  more  complex  over  there  as  we  move  along. 
There  is  no  [laughs  ]  doubt  about  it. 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  as  he  gets  closer  to  the  next  election  —  Oh,  uh, 
[unintelligible].   I  don't  know  Felt,  never  met  him. 
What's  he  look  like? 
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NOTE:  At  this  point,  there  was  a  discussion  of  one  minute  and 

sixteen  seconds  which  has  been  deleted. 
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[DELETION  CONTINUED] 


DEAN: 


Well,  I  have  got  to  say  one  thing.   There  has  never 
been  a  leak  out  of  my  [laughs  ]  office.   There  never 
will 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


be  a  leak  out  of  my  office. 


PRESIDENT: 


No. 


DEAN: 


I  wouldn't  begin  to  know  how  to  leak,  even.   I  don't 
want  to  learn  how  you  leak. 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  it  was  a  shocking  thing.   I  was  reading  a  book 
last  night  on  —  Quite  a  fascinating  little  book, 
not  well  written,  by  Malcolm  Smith,  Jr.  on  Kennedy's 
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thirteen  mistakes  [unintelligible]  foreign  policy. 
They  are  great  mistakes,  and  one  of  them  had  to  do 
with  the  Bay  of  Pigs  thing-   And,  what  had  happened 
there  was,  uh,  Chester  Bowles  had  learned  about  it, 
and  he  deliberately  leaked  it.   Deliberately,  because 
he  wanted  the  operation  to  fail. 


DEAN: 


Hm. 


PRESIDENT; 


And  admitted  it  later. 


DEAN: 


Interesting. 


PRESIDENT: 


Admitted  it . 


DEAN: 


Interesting. 


PRESIDENT:     This  happens  all  the  time.   Well,  you  can,  uh,  follow 

these  characters  to  the,  to  their  Gethsemane.   I,  I  feel 
for  those  poor  guys  in  jail,  I  mean,  I  don't  know  — 
particularly  for  Hunt.   Hunt  with  his  wife,  uh,  dead. 
It's  a  tough  thing. 


DEAN: 


Well, 


PRESIDENT: 


We  have  to  do  [unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


every  indication 
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PRESIDENT: 


You  will  have  to  do 


DEAN: 


that  they're,  they're  hanging  in  tough  right  now. 


PRESIDENT : 


DEAN: 


What  the  hell  do  they  expect,  though?   Do  they  expect 
that  they  will  get  clemency  within  a  reasonable  time? 

I  think,  they  do.   [Unintelligible]  going  to  do. 


PRESIDENT:     What  would  you  say?   What  would  you  advise  on  that? 

DEAN:  Uh,  I  think  it's  one  of  those  things  we'll  have  to 

watch  very  closely.   For  example  — 

PRESIDENT:     You  couldn't  do  it,  you  couldn't  do  it,  say,  in  six 
months? 


DEAN: 


No. 


PRESIDENT: 


No. 


DEAN: 


No,  you  couldn't.   This  thing  may  become  so  political 
as  a  result  of  these 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


hearings  that  it  is,  it,  it,  is  more  — 


PRESIDENT: 


A  vendetta? 
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DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeak,  it's  a  vendetta.   This  judge  may,  may  go  off  the 
deep  end  in  sentencing,  and  make  it  so  absurd  that,  uh, 
it's  clearly  an  injustice,  uh  — 

Yeah. 


DEAN:         That  they  have  been  heavily  — 

PRESIDENT:     Are  they  going  to  feel  —  Uh,  is  there  any  kind  of 
appeals  left? 

DEAN:         Right.   Liddy,  Liddy  and  McCord,  who  sat  through  the 
trial,  will  both  be  on  appeal. 


PRESIDENT : 


Uh  huh. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


And,  uh,  there  is  no  telling  how  long  that  will  last. 
I  think  this  is  one  of  the,  one  of  these  things  we'll 
just  have  to  watch. 

My  view  is:   say  nothing  about  the  event  on  the  ground 
that  the  matter  is  still  in  the  courts  and  on  appeal. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT : 


That's   right. 

That's  my  position.  Second,  my  view  is  to  say  nothing 
about  the  hearings  at  this  point,  except  that  "I  trust 
that  they  will  be  conducted  in  the  proper  way,"  and. 
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"I  will  not  conanent  on  the  hearings  while  they  are  in 
process."   [Unintelligible].   And  then  I,  of  course  if 
they  break  through  —  if  they  get  a  lot  luckier  — 
But  you  see,  it's  best  not  to  cultivate  —  and  I  get 
Ziegler  to  do  the  same  —  it's  best  not  to  elevate  that 
thing  here  to  the  White  House.   'Cause  I  don't  want  the 
White  House  gabbing  around  about  the  God  damned  thing. 
Now  there,  of  course,  you'd  say,  "But  you  leave  it  all 
to  them." 

[High  frequency  tone  for  four  seconds.] 

PRESIDENT:     our  policy.   But  the  President  should  not  become  [unin- 
telligible] on  this  case.   Do  you  agree  to  that? 


DEAN: 


I  agree  totally,  sir.   Absolutely.  Now,  that  doesn't 
mean  that  quietly  we're  not  going  to  be  working  around 
the  [unintelligible].   But,  uh,  you  can  rest  assured  that, 
uh,  we're  not  going  to  be  sitting  quietly. 


PRESIDENT:     I  don't  know  what  we  can  do.   The  people  that  are  most 
disturbed  about  this  [unintelligible]  now  are  the  God 
damned  Republicans.  A  lot  of  these  Congressmen, 
financial  contributors,  and  so  forth  are  highly  moral. 
The  Democrats  are  just  sort  of  saying,  "Oh,  Christ, 
fun  and  games.   Fun  and  games." 
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DEAN: 


Well,  hopefully  we  can  — 


PRESIDENT:     Take  that  Segretti  thing:  Ha,  Jesus  Christ.   He  was 

sort  of  a  clownish  figure,  I  don't  see  how  our  boys  [laughs], 

could  have  gone  for  him.   But  nevertheless,  they  did. 

It  was,  it  was  really  —  shall  we  say,  juvenile,  the 

way  that  was  handled.   But  nevertheless,  what  the  hell 

did  he  do?   What  in  the  name  of  God  did  he  do?   Should, 

shouldn't  we  get,  be  trying  to  get  intelligence? 

Weren't  they  trying  to  get  intelligence  from  us? 


DEAN: 


Absolutely. 


PRESIDENT:     Don't  we  try  to  get  schedules?  Don't  you  try  to  disrupt 
their  meetings?  Didn't  they  try  to  disrupt  ours? 
'  Christ,  they  threw  rocks,  ran  demonstrations,  and  shouted, 

cut  the  public  address  system,  they  had  to  tear  gas  them 
in  Miami.   What  the  hell  was  that  all  about? 


DEAN: 


Well  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Did  we  do  that? 


DEAN: 


McGovern  had  Dick  Tuck  on  his  payroll,  uh,  and  Dick 

Tuck  was  down  in  Texas  when  you  went  down  to  the  Connally 

ranch,  set  up  to  do  a  prank  down  there. 
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PRESIDENT: 


That's  right. 


DEAN: 


But  it  never  came  off,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT:     What  did,  what,  what  did,  what,  what  did  Segretti  do 
that  came  off?  Much?   I  mean  — 


DEAN: 


He,  he,  he  did  some,  some  humorous  things.   He 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


For  example,  there 'd  be  a  fund  raising  dinner,  and  he 
had  hired  Wayne  the  Wizard  to  fly  in  from  the  Virgin 
Islands  to  perform  a  magic  show,  and,  of  course,  he 
hadn't  been  hired.  He  sent  uh. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


he  sent  invitations  to  all  these  black  diplomats  and. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


and  sent  limousines  out  to  have  them  picked  up,  uh, 
and  they  all  showed  up  and  they  hadn't  been  invited. 
He  had  four  hundred  pizzas  sent  to  another,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah,  sure,  sure. 


DEAN: 


I  mean  this  is,  this  is  — 
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PRESIDENT: 


Well,  what  the  hell. 


DEAN: 


Pranks . 


PRESIDENT: 


Tuck  do  all  this  sort  of  thing? 


DEAN: 


And  so,  so  — 


PRESIDENT:     They  did  it  to  me  in  '62,  in  1960,  and  the  rest  —  they 
want  to  say,  "Well,  now,  that's  terrible.  Now  isn't 
that  terrible?"  What  the  hell. 


DEAN: 


I  think  we  can  keep  this,  uh,  the  Segretti  stuff  in 
perspective  because  it's  not  that  bad.   Chapin's  in- 
volvement is  not  that  deep,  Uh,  he  was  a  catalyst,  and 
that's  about  the  extent  of  it. 


PRESIDENT : 


Sure,  he,  he  knew  him  and  recommended  him. 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


PRESIDENT: 


But  he  didn't  run  him.  He  was  too  busy  with  us. 


DEAN: 


The  one  I  think  they  are  going  to  go  after,  uh,  with  a 
vengeance,  and  who  I  plan  to  spend  a  great  deal  of 
time  with  next  week,  a  couple  of  days,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  getting  this  all  in  order  —  is  Herb  Kalmbach. 


PRESIDENT : 


Yes. 
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DEAN: 


Uh,  Herb  has  got  —  they've  subpoenaed  his  records, 
and  he's  got  records  that  run  all  over  hell's  acre  on 
things  for  the  last  few  years,  uh.  You  know  Herb  has 
been  a  man  who ' s  been  moving  things  around  for  Maury 
and  keeping  things  in, 


PRESIDENT : 


Right . 


DEAN:         in  tow  and  taking  care  of  little  polling  Inferences. 

PRESIDENT:     What '11  he  do  about  those  records?  Is  he  going  to  give 
'em  all  to  them? 


DEAN: 


Well,  he's, he  —  they  brought  his  —  they,  they've 
gotten  to  the  banks  that  had  them,  and  I  think  what  we 
will  do  is  we'll  —  there'll  be  a  logical,  natural 
explanation  for  every  single  transaction. 


PRESIDENT: 


Right . 


DEAN: 


It's  just  a  lot  of  minutia  we've  got  to  go  through  but 
we  —  he's  coming  in  next  week  and  we  —  I  told  him  we'd 
sit  down  and  he  is  preparing  everything,  getting  all 
that's  available,  and  we're  going  to  sit  down  with  his,  with 
Frank  DeMarco,  uh,  and  see  if  we  can't  get  this  whole 
thing  — 
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PRESIDENT:  Now,  his  records,  that  Is,  with  regards  to  the  campaign. 
They  can't  re  — ,  they  can't  get  his  records  with  regard 
to  his  private  transactions? 


DEAN: 


No,  none  of  the  private  transactions.  Absolutely  —  that 
is  privileged  material. 


PRESIDENT:     That's  right. 


DEAN: 


Anything  to  do  with  San  Clemente  and,  and  the  like  — 
that  is  just  so  far  out  of  bounds  that,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   Did  they  ask  for  that? 


DEAN: 


No,  no,  no.  No  indication. 


PRESIDENT: 


Good,  Oh,  well,  even  if  it  is,  I  mean  — 


DEAN: 


Well,  it's  just  none  of  their  —  you  know,  that's  really 
none  of  their  business. 


PRESIDENT:     They  can't  get  it.  Kalmbach  is  a  decent  fellow. 
He'll  make  a  good  witness. 


DEAN: 


I  think  he  will.  He  has  been  — 


PRESIDENT: 


He  is  smart. 


DEAN: 


He  has  been  tough  thus  far.  He  hasn't  —  you  know,  he 
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has  been  taking  it.  His  skin  is  thick  now.  Uh,  sure 
it  bothered  him,  and  all  this  press  he  was  getting. 
The  L.  A.  Times  has  been  running  stories  on  him  all  the 
time  and. 


PRESIDENT; 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


and  the  like.  Local  stations  have  been  making  him  more 
of  a  personality,  and,  and,  his  partners  have  been 
nipping  at  him,  but  Herb's  tough  now.  He  is  ready  and 
he's  going  to  go  through  and  he's  going  to  —  He  is 
hunkered  down  and  he's  ready  to  handle  it.   So  I'm  not 
worried 


PRESIDENT : 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


about  Herb  at  all. 


PRESIDENT:     Oh  well,  it,  it'll  be  hard  for  him,  he  —  'cause  it'll, 
it'll  get  out  about  Hunt.   It,  it  —  I  suppose  the  big 
thing  is  the  financing  transaction  they'll  go  after. 
How  did  the  money  get  to  the  Bank  of  Mexico,  and  so 
forth  and  so  on. 


DEAN: 


All  that  stuff.  And  then  — 


PRESIDENT: 


What '11  he  say? 
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DEAN: 


It  can  all  be  explained. 


PRESIDENT:     It  can? 

DEAN:  Yes,  indeed.   Yes,  sir.   They  are  going  to  be  dis- 

appointed with  a  lot  of  the  answers  they  get, 

PRESIDENT :     Yeah . 

DEAN:  when  they  actually  get  the  facts  —  because  the  Times 

and  the  Post  had  such  fun  with  innuendo .  When  they  get 
the  facts,  they  are  going  to  be  disappointed. 

PRESIDENT:     The  one  point  that  you  ought  to,  you  better  get  to 

Baker.   I  tried  to  get  it  through  his  thick  skull.   I 
guess  it's  —  his  skull  is  not  thick  —  but  tell,  tell 
Kleindienst  that  Kleindienst  in  talking  to  Baker  and 
Ervin  should  emphasize  that  the  way  to  have  a  successful 
hearing  and  a  fair  one  is  to  run  it  like  a  court :  no 
hearsay,  no  innuendo.   Now  you  know  God  damned  well 
they  aren't  going  to  — 

DEAN:         But,  that's  a  hell  of  a  good  point. 

PRESIDENT:     But  don't  —  no  hearsay.   Tell  them  that's  the  way  Nixon 

ran  the  Hiss  case.  Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact  some  innuendo 
came  out,  but  there  was  God  damned  little  hearsay.  We 
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really  —  we,  we  just  got  them  on  the  facts,  and  just 
tore  them  to  pieces. 

That's  right. 

Say  "No  hearsay:  no  innuendo.'"  And  that,  that  he, 
Ervin,  should  sit  like  a  court  there,  say,  "Now  that's 
hearsay  and  I  don't  like  it."  And  tell  him  that  the  — 
and  that  —  and  let's  have  the  counsel,  the  counsel  for 
the,  uh,  for  our  people  —  he  gets  up  there  and  says, 
"I  object  to  that,  Mr.  Chairman,  on  the  basis  that  it 
is  hearsay." 

That's  an  excellent  idea,  Mr.  President,  for  some  of  these 
early  articles,  as  this  thing  gets  steamed  up:  "Will, 
will  Sam  Ervin,  Constitutional  man,  be  a  judge?  Will  he 
admit  hearsay?"  We  can  probably  get  some  think  pieces 
out,uh,  uh,  to  get  a  little  pressure  on  him  to  perform 
that  way,  or  to,  to  make  it  look  very  partisan  when  he 
doesn't,  you  know,  he  lets  all  this  in  — 

I'd  like  to  get  some  articles  out  that  —  no  hearsay,  no 
innuendo.   There'll  be  no  hearsay,  no  innuendo.   This, 
this  is  going  to  be,  shall  we  say,  a  model  of  a  Congres- 
sional hearing.  A  model.  Now  that'll  disappoint  the  God 
damned  press.  There's  no  hearsay,  no  innuendo,  no  leaks. 
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DEAN: 


Well,  uh,  there,  there  are  a  lot  of  precedents.   I, 
I've  been  involved  in  two  Congressional  investigations. 
Uh,  one  was  the  Adam  Clayton  Powell  investigation  when 
I  was  working  over  there  as  the  Minority  Counsel  of  the 
House  Judiciary.  We  didn't  take  hearsay.  We  made  a  — 
we  stuck  to  the  facts  on  that. 


PRESIDENT: 


Uh  huh. 


DEAN: 


We  did  an  investigation  of  the  Oklahoma  judges.   Again, 
the  same  sort  of  thing.   We  went  into  executive  session 
when  necessary  to,  uh  —  I  bet  w — ,   we  look  around,  we'll 
find  respectable  investigations  that  have  been  conducted 
up  there  that  could  be  held  up,  and  some  of  this  should 
be,  uh,  should  be  coming  forth  to  set  the  uh, 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


the 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


stage  for  these  hearings.  Well,  I'm,  uh,  I,  I'm  planning 
a  number  of  brain  sessions  to  —  with  some  of  these  media 
people  to,  to  — 

I  know.  Well,  it's,  it's  very  important,  and  it  seems 
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like  a  terrible  waste  of,  of  your  time.   [Unintelligible], 
It's,  it's  important  in  the  sense  that,  it's  —  all  this 
business  is  a  battle  and  they're,  they're  going  to  wage  the 
battle.   And,  uh,  a  lot  of  it  is  their  enormous  frustra- 
tion about  losing  the  elections,  the  state  of  their  party, 
and  so  forth.  And  their  party  has  its  problems.  We  think 
we've  got  problems.  Look  at  some  of  theirs.   Strauss  is 
there  to  pull  them  all  together.  He's  not  doing  all  that 
well  you  know. 


DEAN: 


Well,  I  was,  you  know,  we've  gone  a  long  road  on  this  thing 

now,   I  had  thought  it  was  an  impossible  task,  uh, 

to  hold  together  until  after  the  election  until  things 

just 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


started  squirting  out,  but  we've  made  it  this  far,  and, 
uh,  I'm  convinced  we're  going  to  make  it  the  whole  road 
and  put  this  thing  in,  in,  in,  uh,   the  funny  pages  of  the, 
of  the  history  books  rather  than  anything  serious.  We've 
got  to.   It's  got  to  be  that  way. 


PRESIDENT:  Would  it  —  it'll  be  somewhat  serious,  but  the  main 
thing,  of  course,  is  also  the,  the  isolation  of  the 
President  from  this. 
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Absolutely. 


PRESIDENT:     Because  it's,  because  that,  fortunately.  Is  totally  true. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


DEAN: 


I  know  that  sir. 

Good  God  almighty.   I  mean,  of  course,  I'm  not  dumb,  and 
I  will  never  forget  when  I  heard  about  this  God  damned 
thing  [unintelligible]  Jesus  Christ,  what  in  the  hell  is 
this?  What's  the  matter  with  these  people?  Are  they 
crazy?  I  thought  they  were  nuts.  You  know,  that  it  was 
a  prank.   But  it  wasn't.   It  was  really  something.   I 
think  that  our  Democratic  friends  know  that's  true,  too. 
They  know  what  the  hell 

I  think  they  do  too. 

this  was.  I  mean  they  know  that  we  then  wouldn't  be  in- 
volved in  such  —  they'd  think  others  were  capable  of  it, 
however.   I  think  —  and  they  are  correct:  They  think 
Colson  would  do  anything.   [Laughs]  Well,  anyway,  have  a 
little  fun. 

All  right. 


PRESIDENT:     And  now,  I  will  not  talk  to  you  again  until  you  have  something 
to  report  to  me. 


All  right  sir. 


PRESIDENT:     Uh,  but  I  think  it's  very  important  that  you  have  these 
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talks  with,  uh,  our  good  friend  Kleindienst, 


DEAN: 


That'll  be  done. 


PRESIDENT:     Give  him  that  together  thing,  work  it  out.   We  have  to 
work  together  on  this  thing.  He's  the  man  —  I'd 
build  him  up  —  that  he's  the  man  who  can  make  the 
difference.  Also  point  out  to  him  that  the  fish  they're 
really  after  —  Tell  him,  look,  for  Christ  sakes , 
Colson's  got  brass  balls  and  so  forth,  but 


DEAN: 


All  right. 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


the  idea  that's  really,  really  to  be  slugged  here  is  - 
let's  forget  this,  remember,  this  was  not  done  by  the 
White  House.  This  was  done  by  the  Committee  to  Re- 
Elect,  and  Mitchell  was  the  Chairman,  correct? 

That's  correct.  And  that  means  that  — 


PRESIDENT:     So,  and  Mitchell  —  and  Kleindienst  owes  Mitchell 

everything.  Mitchell  wanted  him  for  Attorney  General, 
he  wanted  him  for  Deputy,  and  here  he  is.   Now,  God  damn 
it.  Baker's  got  to  realize  this,  and  that  if  he  allows 
this  thing  to  get  out  he's  going  to  potentially  ruin 
John  Mitchell.   He  won't.   I  mean  Mitchell  won't  allow 
himself  to  be  "ruined.  He's  too  clever.  He'll  put  on 
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his  big  stone  face  act,  but   —  I  hope  to  Christ  he 
does.   The  point  is  that,  as  you  well  know,  uh,  that's 
the  fish  they  are  after. 

DEAN:         That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  no,  the  Committee  is  after  somebody  at  the  White 
House.  They,  they,  they'd  like  to  get  Haldeman  or 
Colson,  Ehrlichman.  They,  they've  got  — 

DEAN:         Or  possibly  Dean.  You  know,  who,  you  know,  who's,  huh  • 
anybody  they  can  —  I'm  a  small  fish,  but  — 

PRESIDENT:     Anybody  at  the  White  House  they  would,  but  in  your 

case  I  think  they  realize  you  are  the  lawyer  and  they 
know  you  didn't  have  a  God  damned  thing  to  do  with, 
with  the  campaign. 

DEAN:         That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     That's  what  I  think.  Well,  we'll  see. 


DEAN: 


All  right  sir. 


PRESIDENT:     Good  luck. 


DEAN: 


Thank  you. 
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